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The documentation of disparities In education has been attempted many times, by many different 
organizations and study groups, and It is safe to say that In no two of those studies were the 
results the same. 



This indicates the complexity of developing a methodology that would be acceptable to all, as well 
as the fact that the basic data itself does not lend Itself to easy categorization. 



The staff of the President’s Commission on School Finance have now joined the ranks of the many 
who have attempted to document disparities In education. We do not claim exclusive rights to 
validity. We merely present this data in the manner which has been most helpful to enable us to 
conduct our subsequent analyses. 



j;:- 




This documentation of disparities Is designed to Illustrate the extent of disparities in school 
financing systems of the 50. States. Four different series of data are presented for each State, 
along with summary tables, for all States, in order that several facets of each State s financing 
system can be considered. 



Disparities have been arrayed for each State in the following series: 



1, Per-pupll expenditure disparities, by school district 



2. Per-pupll property valuation disparities^ by school district 

3. Per-pupll revenue disparities, by source of funds, for selected 
school districts ■ 



4. Cost of equalizing expenditures to various pupil perceiitlle 
■ levels... ' 



5, 't S!- 
0 -. 1 - 



10 



C, ■ 



ERIC 

yssis&m 



— 



Analysis of Inter-District Disparities 
in Resources for Education 



Summary tables appearing in this document are: 



1. School district per-pupll expenditure disparities, by State (pag 

2. School district per-pupll property valuation disparities, by Sta 

i 

3. Cost of equalizing expenditures to various pupil percentile levd 
by State (page 15) 

4. Selected items from each type disparity, by State (page 16) 

At the outset I of this analysis it should be stated that States differ marl 
i their administrative and accounting practices. For Instance, States asses 
to market value. And even in States with property tax equalization boards 
such that administrative practices vary widely from community to community 

Each State defines per-pupil expenditure on a different basis. For examp. 
retirement costs or State administration costs are charged back to per-puj 
these costs are not charged back. Likewise many States have a large numb* 
Typically, secondary school districts appear towards the top of any expen* 
they have higher per-pupil costs than do elementary districts. And local 
different percentages of exceptional children who need special educationa. 
cost of secondary education or the education of exceptional children is c< 
some degree of inter-district expenditure disparity would be desirable. 

Another project of the Commission will deal with the problems of comparab; 
of educational data. Suffice to say that here the Commission staff has t 
enrollment information as the States have reported that information . No 
has been made here. Therefore, the States cannot be con 5 >ared. 
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xlng In this document are: 



itrlct per-pupll expenditure disparities, by State (page 13) 

itrlct per-pupll property valuation disparities, by State (page 14) 

uallzlng expenditures to various pupil percenLlle levels, 
page 15) 

■terns from each type disparity, by State (page 16) 



s anal 3 'sls It should be stated that States differ markedly from each other In 
and accounting practices. For Instance, States assess property at various ratios 
id even In States with property tax equalization boards, the nature of the tax Is 
itlve practices vary widely from community to community. 



er-pupll expenditure on a different basis. For example. In some States teacher 
State administration costs are charged back to per-pupll expenditure; In others 
charged back. Likewise many States have a large number of non-unlfled school districts. 

school districts appear towards the top of any expenditure distribution because 
-pupil costs than do elementary districts. And local school districts have 
s of exceptional children who need special educational programs. If the extra 
ucatlon or the education of exceptional children Is considered appropriate, then 
-district expenditure disparity would be desirable. 



he Commission will deal with the problems of comparability Inherent In analysis 
Suffice to say that here the Commission staff heis taken all expenditure and 
on as the States have reported that Information . No attempt at comparability 
Therefore, the States cannot be compared. 
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Analysis of Inter^lstrlct Disparities 
in Resources for Education 



S ERIES I - PER-PUPIL EXPENDITURE DISPARITIES BY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

The school district per-pupll expenditure data contained herein were provide 
agencies of all of the States. They are for the 1969-70 school year. The s 
table indicates (1) State-wide average per-pupll expenditure data and (2) dl 

The State-wide average per-pupll expenditure data were computed by the U.S. i 
State enrollments by total expenditures. 

The district average per-pupll expenditure data were computed by adding all 
and dividing by the number of districts. 

Comparability between the States can only be made by using the State-wide av 
of Education has adjusted State data to make them essentially comparable. Bi 
computing per-pupil expenditure from State to State, the district average ex 
the State. 

Maximum and minimum per-pupll expenditure levels ha.ve been displayed within 
5th - 95th, 10th - 90th. Ratios within each percentile range are determined 
expenditure by the minimum per-pupll expenditure. These ranges indicate the 
each percentile group. 

School districts vary greatly in enrollment and Intra-dlstrlct expenditure d: 
Therefore, the district percentile ranges for the first table in each state ( 
local political Jurisdictions, not disparities among individual pupil expend; 
iture levels (those in excess of about $1,500) are usually found in small, li 
districts, or in -school districts established for the exclusive purpose of e< 
these districts almost always enroll only, a few pupils and since the added e; 
grounds of educational need, the best measures of disparities occur at the 5< 
ranges. Within these percentile ranges, many special school districts are e. 

However, in States where county-v^de school districts predominate, there are 
districts., Within these States the best measure of disparities occur betweei 
ranges. ' 







:rlct Disparities- 
icatlon 



. EXPENDITURE DISPARITIES BY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

ir-pupil expenditure data contained herein were provided to us by the State education 
i States. They are for the 1969-70 school year. The summary data at the top of each State 
:ate-wlde average per-pupll expenditure data and (2) district average expenditure data. 

i per-pupll expenditure data were computed by the U.S. Office of Education by dividing total 
:otal expenditures. 

>er-pupll expenditure data were computed by adding all the district per-pupll expenditures 
imber of districts. 

the States can only be made by using the State-wide average expenditure. The U.S. Office 
ited State data to make them essentially comparable. Because of the wide variations of 
cpendlture from State to State, the district average expenditure Is applicable only within 

sr-pupil expenditure levels have been displayed within three percentile ranges: 0 - 100th, 

:h. Ratios within each percentile range are determined by dividing the maximum per-pupll 
ilmum per-pupll expenditure. These ranges Indicate the extent of expenditure disparity within 

greatly in enrollment and intra-district expenditure disparities are often very substantial, 
t percentile ranges for the first table In each state display expenditure disparities among f 
Ictlons, not disparities among Individual pupil expenditure levels. Extremely high exp end - 
i excess of about $1,500) are usually found In small, inefficiently organized school 
1 districts established for the exclusive purpose of educating exceptional children. Since 
f always enroll: only a few pupils and since the added expense Is sometimes justifiable on the 
. need, the best measures of disparities occur at the 5th - 95th and 10th - 90th percentile 
percentile ranges, many special school districts are eliminated. 

ire county-wide school districts i>redomlnate, there are few. If any, small or special school 
ise States the best measure of disparities occur between the 0 - 100th or 5th - 95th percentile 






Analysis of Inter-District Disparities 
in Resources for Education 



Even when districts in the top and bottom 10 percent of the expenditure i 
are still very great. For example, in California, expenditures per pupl] 
within the 10th to 90th percentiles. In Wyoming, the State with the gre£ 
range extends from a low of $704 per pupil to a high of $3,132, even whei 
eliminated . 



Of course, few would contend that complete equality of expenditures is d( 
among regions within States and among different groups of pupils. Howev* 
of tables indicate that expenditure disparities are, at least in large p; 



SERIES II - PER-PUPIL PROPERTY VALUATION DISPARITIES, BY SCHOOL DISTRH 



It is well known that the property tax is the major source of local fund 
vto> appear for each State displays variations in assessed valuation per p 
assessed valuation was used; otherwise, locally-assessed valuation was ei 
taxable wealth. All data for this series of charts was supplied by the 
Educational Finance Project. 

Only unified districts fi.e . . through grade 12) with enrollments in exce 
in this analysis by the N.E.F.P. Tlherefore, the number of dl' ^ricts und 
smaller than tjie number considered in the per-pupil expenditure series o 
represent extremes in school district wealth. Thus, by eliminating smal 
total State-wide disparities are substantially reduced. Still , in most 
inter-district disparities are in the range of 5 to 1 and within the lOt 
school districts in assessed valuation per pupil vary from a high of 5.9 
in New Hampshire. 



At every disparity level, the difference among school districts in asses 
the difference in expenditure per pupil. There are two reasons for this 
their revenues in an equalizing manner, with the greatest amount of^Stat 
districts. Second, in many instances poorer school districts tax themse 
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e top and bottom 10 percent of the expenditure range are eliminated, disparities 
r example, in California, expenditures per pupil range from $538 to $1,105 even 
ercentiles. In Wyoming, the State with the greatest expenditure disparities, the 
of $704 per pupil to a high of $3,132, even when the greatest disparities are 



end that complete equality of expenditures is desirable. Costs necessarily vary 
es and among different groups of pupils. However, the second and third series 
Kpendlture disparities are, at least in large part, a function of district wealth. 



lOPERTY VALUATION DISPARITIES. BY SCHOOL DISTRICT 

property tax is the major source of local funding for schools. The second chart 
displays variations in assessed valuation per pupil. Where possible, equalized 
ed; otherwise, locally-assessed valuation was employed as the measure of local 
for this series of charts was supplied by the Research Staff of the National 
ct. 



l£.. , through grade 12) with enrollments in excess of 1,500 pupils were Included 
.E.F.P. Therefore, the number of districts under consideration is substantially 
onsldered in the per-pupll es^endlture- series of tables. Some very small districts 
ool district wealth. Thus, biy eliminating small and special school districts, 
ies are substantially reduced. Still, in most States, the charts show that total 
3 are in the range of 5 to 1 and within the 10th - 90th percentiles 1 Ratios among 
sed valuation per pupil vary from a high of 5.9 to 1 in New Mexico to a low of 1.6 



the difference among school districts in assessed valuation per pupil far exceeds 
ture per pupil. There are two reasons for this. First, most States distribute 
llzlng manner, with the g;reatest ^ount of State revenue distributed to the poorest 
ny Instances pooter school districts tax themselves at higher rates than do wealthier 
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school districts. Both, these factors tend to mitigate disparities In expenditure. However, It Is a 
cruel measure of equality which, forces some districts to tax theuiselves far above average to achieve onlj 
moderate expenditure levels. 



SERIES III - PER PUPIL REVENUE DISPARITIES. BY SOURCE OF FUNDS, FOR SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS 



From the data on assessed valuation of property, the National Educational Finance Project selected 17 
school districts within each State representative of the range in taxable resources. We have arrayed 
these districts from wealthiest to poorest In assessed valuation per pupil. Thus, In Alabama, for 
Instance, Jefferson County Is the wealthiest and Athens Is the poorest. 

This series also has been developed to provide a -general Idea of the extent of disparities in property 
values within any State. This can be ascertained by looking at the column headed, "Property Tax — 
Potential yield at 10 KlU Rate." In California, for example, a tax of 10 mills would yield Beverly 
Hills, the wealthiest' dibi'l'lct, about $472 per pupil. On the other hand, Travis, the poorest district 
In the sample, would receive onl^^ about $19 per pupil with the same tax rate. Of course, these facts 
are extremely Important In explaining why the average expenditure per pupil In Beverly Hills Is $1,283, 
while the average per pupil expenditure In Travis Is only $767. 



The column headed "Property Tax — Rate Necessary for Local Revenue In Mills" shows the mill rate that 
would be necessary 1^ the property tax were the only source of local revenues. In fact, many localities 
receive some funds from other sources as well. Thereifore, the mill rates shown in that column are not 
necessarily the actual tax rate In the locaHty shown. The only purpose of this column Is to give the 
reader a general Idea of the magnitude of actual disparities In tax rates among communities. In the same 
State. 



The columns headed "Federal, State, Local Amount/Percent" indicate the level of Government from which 
the disparities arise. .F^ures for these columns'. were also . obtained from the N.E.F.P.; Since moat-States 
have equalising foraulas,' the amount of; State funds allocated to the poorer dlstflcts tjrplcally exceeds 
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the amount of State revenues allocated to the wealthiest school 
wealthy communities more than make up for this disadvantage by r 
own local sources. Typically, wealthier communities have lower 
do poorer communities within the same State. (The overall effec 
these 17 district samples.) 

SERIES IV - COST OF RAISING PER-PUPIL EXPENDITURE TO VARIOUS PEI 

The final chart for each State shows the costs of raising per-pi 
The data for this table came from State-provided enrollments anc 

The calculations Included In this series represent an attempt t< 
would be required to equalize per-pupll expenditures within eacl 
outset. It should be recognized that these amounts are derived i 
sarlly comparable among the school districts within each State, 
contain Federal funds In certain districts and not In others; n( 
considerably among the districts; and the type of programs vary 
the amounts shown are rough approximations, and are provided moi 

It 

The amounts required to raise per-pupil expenditures to various 

(1) Arraying all pupils in the State by per-pupll expendlti 

(2) Establishing percentile levels based on the number of i 

(3) Eliminating the top 5 percent and bottom 5 percent, as 

(4) Raising the per-pupll expenditure amount for those pup 
levels up to those levels. 

The "number of pupils" Indicated at each percentile level inclu 
less than the expenditure at the percentile level, exclusive of 

Aff^ln It must be reiterated that the costs of equalization are 
pupll expenditure. There has been no attempt to make per-pupH 
among States, and the Indicated costs of equalizing certain por 
r ough approximations . 
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£ State revenues allocated to the wealthiest school districts. However, as these charts show, 
unities more than make up for this disadvantage by raising very large amo>;nts of money from their 
urces. Typically, wealthier communities have lower actual tax rates, yet spend more per pupil than 
amunitles within the same State. (The overall effects of Federal revenues cannot be ascertained from 
trlct samples.) 



COST OF RAISING PER-PUPIL EXPENDITURE TO VARIOUS PERCENTILE LEVELS 



art for each State shows the costs of raising per-pupll expenditures to various percentile levels, 
this table came from State-provided enrollments and expenditure figures. 

ions included in this series represent an attempt to determine the approximate level of funding that 
Cilred to equalize per-pupll expenditures within each State, up to various percentile levels. At the 
hould be recognized that these amounts are derived from State data containing cost elements not neces- 
|rable among the school districts within each State. For example, the basic per-pupll expenditure data 
ral funds in certain districts and not in others; non-lnstructlonal costs, such as transportation, vary 
among the districts; and the type of programs vary considerably among the districts. Accordingly, 
shown are rough approximations, and are provided more as a £rame-o£-re£erence than a definitive amount. 

Required to raise per-pupll expenditures to various percentile levels have been calculated by: 

^ylng all pupils in the State by per-pupll expenditure levels; 

^bllshlng percentile levels based on the number of pupils; 

minating the top 5 percent and bottom 5 percent, as being atypical; and 

sing the per-pupll expenditure amount for those pupils below the various percentile 
els up to those levels. 

of pupils" indicated at each percentile level Includes all pupils for whom per-pupll expenditure is 
e expenditure at the percentile level, ' exclusive of the bottom 5 percent of the enrollment. 

t be reiterated that the costs of equalization are stated as each State itself defines their per- 
Iture. There has been no attempt tomake per-pupll expenditure calculations comparable within and 
, and the 'indicated costs of equalizing certain portions of any State's enrollment are to be considered 
Imatlons. ' 
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Totals $8758.3 $6151.4 $3724.9 $2588.5 $1855.4 $1285.0 

■ mlllloh million million million million million 






ALABAMA 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 120 i 

t>TATEMIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE»$ 438 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EX PEND ITURE* » 430 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE-$ 294 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 530 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 2.0 



PPEM) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



/EACH « REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 3C 40 50 



60 



100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. ♦ 

300.“ 400. 

400 .- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 

700.-800. 

800.-900. 

900.- 1000. 

1000.- IIOO. 

1100.-1200. 

1200.- 1300. 

1300.- 1400. 

1400.- 1500. 

1500.-1600. 

1600.- 1700. 

1700.- 1800. 

1800.-1900. 

1900.-2000. 

2000 .- 2100 . 

2100.-2200. 

2200.- 2300. 

2300.- 2400. 

2400.- 2500. 

2500.- 2600. 

0 10 20 30 40 . 50 60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN S.THr TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 369 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 520 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM .....* 1.4 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 378 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 497 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. * 1.3 







ALABAMA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 120 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 438 

. ' ‘f ' . ■ ' ' 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPllL EXPENDITURE-* 430 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPliL EXPENDITURE-* 294 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPilL EXPENDITURE-* 580 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIItlM . . 2.0 TO 1 



10 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 ' 40 



50 



60 



70 



mo>**** ******************** *4***** ************************ 4>* ******* 



, n 
• I. 



10 20 , 30 40 50 60 70 

ER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN S.TH.TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-$ 369 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-S 520 , 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.....;...... * 1.4 TO 1 

ER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHINMO.TH; TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE-$ 378 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-$ 497 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. >1.3 TO 1 





PERCENT 

FREQUENCY IN CLASS 
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ALABAMA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 125 SC 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION>» 4662 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 1961 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 881T 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUMa..«. 4.5 



PPV(S) 



CLASS INTERVAL EACH 

0 10 



1664.- 
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1962.- 


2260. 


«4i4i4i 


2260.- 
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«4i4i 
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2856.- 
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3452. 




3452.- 
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4i4i4i4i4i4i4iii«4i4iM 
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4i «««««« 
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5539.- 


5837. 
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^6433.- 


6731. 
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* REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 40 



20 30 40 
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50 



60 



60 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCEN 
ii DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPI L ASSESSED VALUATION'S 2546 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION«S 8304 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...................* 3.3 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCEN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*S 2771 
DISTRICT IPAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION«S 7482 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. ............... ..*2,7 



20 






ALABAMA 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 125 



SCHOOL YEAR 1966/69 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION* $ 4662 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION«S 1961 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*$ 8817 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...................* 4.5 TO 1 
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PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED V ALU AT I ON* $ 2546 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*$ 8304 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. ............ ....... 3.3 TO 1 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTIL ES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*$ 2771 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL: ASSESSED VALUATION*$ 7482 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM. TO MINIMUM....;...........*..* 2^7 TO 1 
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STATE OF ALABAMA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 



total federal 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ * 



STATE I 
AMOUNT pERcer 

* I 



JEFFERSON COUNTY 




366 


34 
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60 


SHELBY COUNTY 
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STATE OF ALABAMA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OlSTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 



RATE 
NECESSARY 



POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 



UCT 


TOT At ■ 

■ $'. 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

i 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


FOR LOCAL 
REVENl/E 
IN MILLS 


10 MILL 1 

$ 


^IV 


386 


34 
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STATE Of ALABAMA 

i- i£R OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 120 

T AL ENROUHENT* 777123 

Tl<AL EXPENDITURE* $ 325.7 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 488 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*... 694496 

AUDIT lONAL COST*... $ 50.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... .$ 473 ( 90 TH PERCENT I LE ) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 657780 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 40.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 444 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 579968 

ADDITIONAL COST* S 22.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 436 I 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 503555 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 17.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 426 I 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 415270 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 12.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 407 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 347593 

ADDITIONAL COST* ,$ 5.4 MILLION 
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ALASKA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 23 





STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*il083 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE»$ 1153 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDlTURE»i 480 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE»$ lOlO 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM • 



PPEU) 




CLASS INTERVAL 
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100.- 200. 




200.- 300. 




300.- 400. 




400.- 500. 




500.- 690. 




600,- 700. 




TOO.- 800. 




800,- 900, 




900,- 1000. 


♦♦♦♦♦ 


1000.- IIOO. 




IIOO.- 1200. 




1200.- 1300. 




1309.- 1400. 




1400.- 1500. 




1500.- 1600. 


♦ 


1600.- 1700. 




1700.- 1800. 




1800.- 1900. 


♦ 


1900.- 2000. 




2000.- 2100. 




2100.- 2200. 




2200.- 2300. 




2300.- 2400. 




2400.- 2500. 




2500.- 2600. 





EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



10 20 30 40 50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* J 848 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*i 1454 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 881 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PU<>IL EXPENDITURE** 1426 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO » 
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ALASKA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 28 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*»1083 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOI TU« E»» 1153 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* » ABO 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE»i 1810 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 3.8 TO 1 













PERCENT 


EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 








FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 
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80 




n.n 
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1. 3.6 
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0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

2o 7.1 

5. 1T.9 

5. 17.9 

A. 1A.3 
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«►. 1A.3 

2. 7.1 
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0. 0.0 

0 . 0.0 . 

1 . 3.6 - 

0. o.n 

0 . 0.0 

0,0 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 , 

0 . 0.0 * 

10 20 30 AO 50 60 70 80 

FR PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 868 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1A5A 
RATIO DF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1.7 TO 1 

ER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 881 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PU»IL EXPENDITURE** 1A26 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM « 1.6 TO 1 
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&L&SK^ 



OISP^BITIeS IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMRER OF SCHOOL 01STRICTS= 8 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PU^ML EQUALIZED ASSESSED VA 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VA 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VA 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM., = 








ppvin 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

16071.- 18428, 
13428.- 20784, ♦ 
20784.- 23141. 

2 J141.- 25498. 
25498.- 27854. 
27854.- 30211. * 
30211.- 32569. * 
32568.- 34924. ♦* 
34924.- 37281. ♦ 
37281, - 39637. * 
39637.- 41994. 
41994.- 44351, 
44351.- 46707, 
46707,- 49064, 
49064.- 51420, 
51420.- 53777. 
53777.- 56134. 
56134.- 58490. 
-48490.- 60847. 
^0^47.- 63203. 
31^^203.- 6556C. 
65560.- 67917, 
67917.- 70273. 
70273,- 72630. 
72630.- 74986. * 

0 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
n 20 30 40 50 6 



10 20 



30 40 



50 



6 



24 
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&I.ASK& 



OrSPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PIJOR 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 8 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION*»364P6 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V ALUAT I ON* $13427 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V ALUAT I nN=$7?629 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 
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STATE OF ALASKA 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 196S-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 




STATE OF ALASKA 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTS* 196B-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 
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STATE OF ALASKA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 28 

TOTAL 571A3 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* 



60.7 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $1254 I 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 48021 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 10.2 MILLION 



PET PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



$1254 I 90TH PERCENTILEI 
48021 

$ 10.2 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



$1230 I 80TH PERCENTILEI 
40478 

$ 9.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



$1102 I TOTH PERCENTILEI 
36595 

$ 4.0 MILLION 



V 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



$ 994 i 60TH PERCENTILEI 
4961 

$ 0.2 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 994 I 50TH PERCENTILE I 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* ^961 

ADDITIONAL COST*. 0.2 MILLION 



ARIZONA 



NU'IDER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 2<>7 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE«i 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^^ 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EX PEND ITURE* > 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE»» 2 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 
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CLASS INTERVAL 
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EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 40 



20 30 40 



50 



50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TK PEI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*$ ! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE«> ll 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



I PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WlTHlN IC.TH TU 90. TH PEf 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE«» ' 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*» i: 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 
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ARIZONA 



NUiBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 297 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOI TUKE- t 766 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-t 960 
DISTRICT MINIHUH PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE- t 610 
DISTRICT MAXIHUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 2900 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM « 7.1 TO I 
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PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE-S 552 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-S 1681 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 3.0 TO I 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN IC.TH 90. TH PERCENTILES 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-S 591 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-S 1373 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM « 2.3 TO I 
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ARIZONA 

disparities in property valuation per PUF 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 42 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSEO VALU/ 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALU/ 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSEO VALU/ 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... 



?PVi S) 

CLASS INTERVAL EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 10 20 30 40 50 

22 .“ 2584. 
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66385.- 69142. • . -n 
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PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION HITHIN 5.TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALU 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSEO VALU 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN 10. TM TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALU 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSEO VALU 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 
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ARIZONA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 42 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N«$14561 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*$ 2984 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT ION«$663eS 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM >22.2 TO 1 



PERCENT 

EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT FREQUENCY IN CLASS 



10 2 0 30 40 SO 60 70 80 

0. 0.0 

***** 6* 14*3 

«««««*«* 9* 21*4 

6« 14«3 

4. 9»5 

4. 9«5 

**** S« 11*9 

* 2. 4*8 

* 2. 4.8 

0 . 0.0 

1. 2.4 

1. 2.4 

0 . 0.0 

1. 2.4 

0 * 0*0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

C* 0*0 

0. 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

!• 2« 4 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*$ 37C3 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N«S29886 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... > 8.1 TO 1 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALIVATION NITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 4459 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N*S23781 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.......... 5.3 TO 1 
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STATE OF ARIZONA 





REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 
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STATE OF ARIZONA 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1968-9 

revenue: per pupil 
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STATE OF ARIZONA 

NUH3ER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 297 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 39928A 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* $ 303*1 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPEN0ITURE«...*$1022 I 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 3586A4 

ADDITIONAL COST* •••••I 99*0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....S 991 C 90TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* * 329A29 

ADDITIONAL COST* % 88*1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*...*f 909 C 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 299A25 

ADDITIONAL COST* % 62.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. •*•$ 840 f 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 258357 

ADDITIONAL COST* I 42*8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPEUDITURE*...*$ 732 C 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.*.. 210422 

ADDITIONAL COST* % 17*1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ..«$ 713 ( 50TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 167743 

ADDITIONAL COST* * 13*2 MILLION 
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ARRAISAS 

KCRBEB OF SCHOOL DtSTBICTSs J76 

STATEHtDB ATE8A0S PER POPtL BZPEHOtTOSB«l S3« 

DISTRICT ATEBACB PER POPIL BZPEHD1T0RB«S R31 
DISTRICT HlBiaOH PER POPIL BZPEIOITORB«t 29« 
DISTRICT HZZIHOR PBR POPIL BZPEIOITORB«I 100S 
RATIO OF RAZiaoa TO Rixtaua 
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PBR POPIL BZPERDITOBES VITHiR 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCBR1 
DISTRICT aiaiaOH per POPIL EZPERUITURB=S 324 
DISTRICT BAZiaOa PBR POPIL EZPEHDITORB=S 631 
RATIO OF RAZIHOH TO HIRIHOa.. ^ 



PER POPIL EZPEIDITORBS NITHIR 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCBRl 
DISTRICT aiMiaOH PER POPIL BZPBHOITORE=l 338 
DISTRICT RAZIHOH PBR POPIL BZPEMOITORB=S 538 
RATIO OF HAZiaOH TO HIRIROH = 



453-338 0 - 72-3 
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ARKAVSkS 



RORBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 378 SCHOOL TEAR 1969/70 

STATEMIDB AVERAOB PER POPIL 8IPBIDIT0RE*S S3« 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER POPIL BXPEROITOIB*S «31 
DISTRICT Rlliaoa PER POPIL BXPEIOITORE*S 294 
DISTRICT HAXiaoa PER POPIL gXPERDITORE«f 1005 
RATIO OP RAXiaoa TO BIRIHOR * J.L TO 1 



EACH • REPRSSERTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
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PER POPIL EXPEBDITORES HITHIH 5.TH TO 95.TH PBBCEHTILES 
DISTRICT HIIIHOH P8R POPIL EXPEROITORE*=$ 324 
DiSTEtCT RAXIHOa PER POPIL EXPSROITORB*f 631 
RATIO OP HAXinOH TO HIIIRS9 * 1.9 TO 1 

PER POPIL EXPEIDITORSS MITHIR 10.TH TO 90. TH PERCERTILES 
DISTRICT HIRtaUH PER POPIL EXPERDITORE*! 338 
DlilTRICT HAXXHOn PER POPIL EXPEHDIT0RE*S 538 
RATIO OP HAXinoa TO aiNlHOH * 1.6 TO 1 
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DISPARITIES IM PROPERl 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OlSTi 
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RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO H 
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RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO ' 



53 



I 



ARKANSAS 

OtSPARlTtES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 62 SCHOOL YEAR 196S/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION-S22725 
DISTRICT MINIHUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-A 3682 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION-S39338 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM -10.7 TO 1 



/AL EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
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PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-314151 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-333169 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * - 2.3 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION MlTHlN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-316011 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-332935 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 2.1 TO 1 
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STATE OE ARKANSAS 

REVENUES CE SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1968*9 
REVENUES PER RURtL 
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tOtAL FE06KAL STATE 
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182 


A1.8 


ROGERS 


ATA 


25 


5»A 


190 


AO. 2 


PAHAGOULi) 


ASA 


7A 


15*A 


187 


38.7 


aATESVlLLE 


A33 


56 


12.5 


18A 


AO. 7 


LAKESIDE 


A56 


72 


15»9 


188 


Al.A 


SO. RISSISSIPPI 


563 


108 


19*2 


25A 


A5.2 


RUSSELLVILLE 


A?3 


110 


23.A 


172 


36.5 


BENTON 


38T 


3 


0.9 


203 


52.6 


PULASKt 


AAl 


55 


12 »6 


191 


A3. 5 


MARREN 


Al2 


A6 


ll.A 


220 


53.6 


HUGHES 


a20 


105 


25»1 


199 


A7.5 


CABUT 


373 


60 


l6»l 


178 


A7.9 


GOSNELL 


AAA 


ISO 


AA.9 


208 


A6.9 



ERIC 



55 



33 



STATE Of ARKANSAS 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1968>9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTr TAX 



RATE 
NECESSARY 



POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 



OtAL 

$ 


rEO€HAL 

MOim peiCEHT 

i 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN NILLS 


10 MILL 1 

f 


503 


52 


10.4 


173 


34,5 


276 


$5.0 


3A.23 


80 


608 


38 


6.4 


178 


29,4 


390 


64« 2 


A8.A7 


80 


62% 


77 


12.3 


202 


32.4 


345 


55.3 


50.23 


68 


519 


50 


9#8 


191 


36.8 


277 


53.4 


46. A8 


59 


%3T 


0 


0.1 


182 


41.8 


253 


58.1 


45.20 


56 




25 


5.4 


190 


40.2 


258 


54.4 


54.34 


47 


484 


74 


15.4 


187 


38.7 


222 


45,9 


49.91 


44 


453 


56 


12.5 


184 


40^7 


212 


46.7 


49.57 


42 


456 


72 


15.9 


188 


41,4 


194 


42.7 


40.06 


42 


563 


108 


19.2 


254 


45.2 


200 


35.6 


48.78 


41 


473 


iin 


23.4 


172 


36.5 


189 


40.0 


49.11 


38 


387 


3 


0,9 


203 


52.6 


180 


46.5 


50.03 


35 


441 


5$ 


12.6 


191 


43.5 


193 


43.9 


55.80 


34 


412 


46 


11.4 


220 


53.6 


144 


35«C 


42. 45 


34 


420 


1C5 


25.1 


199 


47.5 


115 


27,4 


37.58 


30 


373 


fzO 


16.1 


178 


47.9 


134 


36.^ 


45.16 


29 


444 


199 


44,9 


208 


46*9 


36 


8.2 


49.38 


7 



o rr 

ERICO 



33 



56 






STATE OF ARKANSAS 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 378 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* 



A05601 

% 168.4 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOMING LEVELS! 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. • • 
NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

additional cost* 



% 546 C 95TH PERCENTILE) 

354680 

$ ^9.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...A 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



512 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

. .. 344363 

$ 37.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ... A 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*... 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



459 f BOTH PERCENTILE) 

... 303929 

$ 19.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..A 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. 

additional cost* 



445 C TOTH PERCENTILE) 

... 257483 

% 15.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... .A 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST*..........* 



432 I 60TH PERCENTILE) 

... 210875 

,S 12.3 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..A 407 ( 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



50TH PERCENTILE) 
181452 

....... A 7.3 MILLION 



CftLlPORNIft 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL. D ISTRICTS=1 07H 

STATEWIDE ftVEHAGE PER PUPIL iSXPENUITUHE=i 922 

DISTRICT AVBHAGE PEB PUPIL EXPENDITU RE=$ 7»2 
DISTRICT MlNiKMUi'l PER PUPIL EXP fcN UIT UR E-$ 402 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 3187 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PPE($) 



C LhSS 


INTERVAL 


0 


10 


100.- 


2U0. 






200.- 


30U. 






30U.- 


40U. 






400.- 


500. 






500.-* 


600. 


4***4* 


444 444 






444 *4* 


44 444* 






444 444 


4*44** 


60U.- 


700. 


444444 


44 4*** 






444444 


44 4444 






444 444 


7444 444 


700.- 


800. 


444444 


444444 






444444 


44 4444 






444444 


444444 


800.- 


900. 


444 444 


444 444 






444444 


444 444 


900.- 


1000. 


444444 


74441444 



1000.- 1100. 
1100.- 120U. 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. 
1700.- 1800. 
1300.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000.- 2100. 
2100.- 2200. 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 3188. 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 40 



50 



♦ ♦ ♦ 

« ♦ ♦ 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦♦ 




4444 44 4 *^ 4 ***********************************^ 




10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



P£R PUPIL EXPciNDiTUBBS WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCK 
DISTRICT MINIWUa PbR PUPIL EXPENDITUH S=$ 504 

DISTRICT MAXIMUJl PSR PUPIL RXP LNPITU R K=$ 1250 
RATIO OF MAXIiMUn TO JUNIMUM 

PKR PUPIL hXPENCITURKS WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCE 
DISTRICT JilNIKUM PLR PUPIL EXPEND 1TURE = $ 53U 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL. EXPENDITURE=$ 1096 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO aMINIHUM 



58 



35 



CALIFORNIA 

NUMBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 1 07 8 , 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL LXPENDITUHE=ji V22 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDXTU RK=$ 782 
L'I?.TSICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXP tN DITUR E=$ 402 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENUITU RE=$ 3187 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 





SCHOOL YEAR 1069/70 



7,9 TO 1 






10 20 30 40 50 60 70 

PEB PUPIL EXPiiNDlTUBBS WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCKNTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PfcR PUPIL EXP EN DITUUE=$ 504 
DISTRICT HAXIMUn PRR PUPIL EXPENDITURE^! 1250 
ratio of MAXI»1Urt TO MINIMUM = 2.5 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXP END J^TU RE=$ 53U 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1096 
RATIO OP MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 2.0 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

4b. 

213 . 



265. 



173. 



140. 

85. 

52. 

40. 

17. 

14. 

5. 

b. 

4. 

4. 

4. 

3. 

2 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

2 . 

2 .' 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4.2 
19. B 



24.6 



16.0 



13.0 

7.9 

4.8 
3.7 
1.6 
1.3 
0.5 
0.6 
0.4 
0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.2 
0 . 1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.2 
0.2 






35 









PPV( $) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

( 

-iilO.- 8A16. 
8Al6.- 17CA2. 
L70A2.- 25667. 
25667.- 3A293. 
3A293.- A2918. 
A2918.- 515AA. 
515AA.- 6C169. 
60169.- 68795. 
68795.- 77A21. 
77A21.- 86CA6. 
860A6.- 9A672. 
9A672. -103297. 
103297. -IL1923. 
U1923.-1205A8. 
12O5A0.- 12917A. 
12917A. -137799. 
137799. -IA6A25. 
1>6A25.-155C51. 
1550^1.-1636 76. 
163676.-172302. 
172302.-18C927. 
180927.-189553. 
189553.-198178. 
198178. -20680A. 
2066a'‘.-2l5A30. 



CALIFORNIA 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTR ICTS,-= l68 S( 

VALUA 
VALUAl 
VALUA’ 
= 2A.6 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO 50 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
TU MINIMUM 



♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

** 

♦♦ 

♦ 

♦ 



IG 20 30 AO 50 6C 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5. TH TO ^ 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUA 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUA 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... = 5.‘ 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO ‘ 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUA 

.DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUA 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 3.! 



CALIFORNIA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS-= 168 



SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATlON=$ 52271 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION=$ 8416 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION=$206804 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TU MINIMUM -24.6 TO 1 



EACH * 



10 



REPRESENTS I 
20 30 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



70 



ec 



« « « « * « * « 4c * * « * * « 4c * * 

(c<c444*4c* 4c 4c4>4i4c4c4c4c 
4444444‘4 4 c4c4c 
( c4c44444c 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



FREQUENCY 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



0. 


0.0 


3. 


1.8 


15. 


8.9 


35. 


20.8 


26. 


15.5 


23. 


13.7 


20. 


11.9 


15. 


8.9 


11. 


6.5 


4. 


2.4 


2. 


1.2 


2. 


1.2 


2. 


1.2 


0. 


0.0 


^ 2# 


1.2 


3. 


1.8 


1. 


0.6 


I.' 


0.6 


I • 


0.6 


1. 


0.6 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0.. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.6 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5. TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 20838 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N=$122845 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 5. 9 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=t 24067 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 84421 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM....... = 3.5 TO 1 



36 



O 

ERIC 



60 



61 









? 
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STATE 


r 

OF CALIFORNIA 










I 




REVENUES OF SELECTEO SCHOOL 


OISTRICTSf 


1968-9 














REVENUES PER PUPIL 














i 

! TOTAL 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERC EMT 










SCHOOL DISTRICT 


i 


s 




$ 












BEVERLY HILLS 


1283 


25 


2.0 


165 


11.6 










LAKE TAHOE 


968 


26 


2. 8 


1T6 


18.0 










DIXON 


731 


32 


6.6 


157 


21.6 










MARTINEZ 


96A 


39 


6.1 


173 


18.0 










ESCALON 


695 


29 


6.2 


238 


36. 3 










LOS ANGELES 


726 


69 


6.9 


223 


30.8 








^ 


KOLTVILLE 


867 


46 


5.5 


237 


2 8.0 










FONTANA 


796 


66 


5.6 


267 


33.6 










1 

PAJARO VALLEY 


686 


23 


3.6 


279 


60. 7 










CHICO 


713 


22 


3.2 


277 


38.9 










SAN OIE60 


798 


89 


11.2 


337 


62.3 










RIVERSIDE 


655 


33 


5.2 


278 


62.5 










ABC 


737 


37 


5.1 


329 


66.7 










NOVATO 


739 


89 


12.0 


332 


65.0 




<- ■ 






COVINA VALLEY 


658 


8 


1.2 


326 


69. 5 






’ . t ' 




CERES 


767 


162 


19.1 


600 


53.6 


- 








TRAVIS 

t 


767 


332 


63:m6 


368 


66.0 


o 

ERIC 










- 


62 




37 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



TAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


$ 


S 




$ 




283 


25 


2,0 


145 


11. 4 


968 


26 


2. 8 


174 


18.0 


731 


32 


4.4 


157 


21. 6 


96^ 


39 




173 


18.0 


695 


29 


^.2 


238 


34. 3 


12^ 


49 


6.9 


223 


30.8 


B^l 


^6 


5.5 


237 


28.0 


79^ 


44 


5.6 


267 


33.6 


686 


/ 

23 


3.4 


279 


40. 7 


713 


22 


3.2 


277 


3 8. 9 


798 


89 


11.2 


33 7 


42.3 


655 


33 


5.2 


273 


42.5 


737 


37 


5.1 


329 


44. 7 


739 


89 


12.0 


332 


45.0 


658 


8 


L«2 


326 


49. 5 


7^7 


142 


19.1 


400 


53.6 


767 


332 


^3.4 


368 


48.0 



LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


PROPERTY 

RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


TAX 

POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


1112 


86.7 


23.55 


472 


766 


79.2 


31.45 


243 


541 


74.0 


31.67 


170 


751 


77.9 


49.26 


152 


427 


61.5 


30.97 


138 


451 


62.3 


36.97 


122 


563 


66.5 


46.34 


121 


482 


60.8 


43.97 


109 


333 


55.9 


38.43 


99 


412 


57.9 


44.73 


92 


370 


46.5 


41.79 


88 M 


343 


52.3 


40.54 


84 


369 


50.1 


49.18 


75 


317 


43.0 


47.27 


67 


324 


49.2 


52.00 


62 


204 


27.4 

1 


38.52 


53^ 


66 


8.6 


33.21 


19 






37 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

NQFiBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICT S= 1 07 8 

TOTAL ENEOLLMENT= 4682946 

TOTAL FXPENDITIJPE = . i3552,4 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PdPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5T11 TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



I 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE. ... $1075 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= . 42 14307 

ADDITIONAL MILLION 

PER PUPIL t:XPENDTTUi<E= $ 918 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 3971888 

ADDITIONAL $ 731.2 MILLION 



PEP PUPIL FXPLNDITURS=....$ 828 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

KUMDEH OF PUPILS= 3511113 

ADDITIONAL COS i'= - ? 392.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^. . . . $ 776 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= 304132 1 

ADDITIONAL COST=. . $ 216.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE = . . . . $ 761 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= - 2226224 \ 

ADDITIONAL COST= 174.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=. 747 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER 0? PUPILS= 2 105758 

ADDITIONAL COST= 





64 



$ 141.7 MILLION 



COLORAOn 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 181 
STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^ 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
OATTO OF 



average 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURE=« 
PFP PUPIL EXPENDITURF=$ 
PER PU'»IL FXPENDITURF=t 
TO MINIMUM 



PPE 


($) 




CLASS 


INTERVAL 


f^ACH * RFPRES5N 
0 TO 20 


100.- 


200. 




200.- 


300. 




30^.- 


400. 




400.- 


500. 




500.- 


600. 


1 4c 4c 4c it 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 


600.- 


700. 


4r 4c 4c 4c 4c 4t * A 4t 4c 4 k 4( 4c 4c 4c 4< 4c 4c 4c 4c 4( 4c 4c 4( 4t 4t 


700.- 


BOO. 


4 c 4 c 4 t 4 c 4 c 4c 4c 4c 4t 4c 4c 4c 4c 4: 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4( 4( 4c 4e 4c : 


ROO.- 


9^0. 


4c44c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c4c 


POO.- 


1000. 


4c « 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 


1000.- 


lion. 


4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 


IIOO*- 


12no. 


4c 4c 4c4t 4c 4c 4c 4c 


1200.- 


13 00. 


4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c * 4c it 4c 


1300.- 


1400. 


4c4c4c 


1400.- 


1500. 


4c 4c 4c 


1500.- 


1600. 


4c 


1600.- 


1700. 


4c 4c 4c 4c 


1700.- 


1800. 




1800.- 


1 900. 




190^.- 


7000. 


4t 


2000.- 


2100. 




2100.- 


2200. 




2200.- 


2300. 




2300.- 


2400. 




2400.- 


2500. 




2500.- 


2801. 


4c 

0 10 20 



; 1 
30 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

AC 



50 



30 



An 



50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE= * 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND I TURE= « 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EX PBNDI TURE= .1; 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



39 



65 



/ 
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CGLORAOn 

NUMBER OF SCHOnt DISTRICTS= 181 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATFWIOE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=$ 695 

niSTRir.T AVFRAGE PFd pupil EXPEN0ITURE = « 866 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PFR PUPIL EXP END I TURF= S 644 
DISTRICT maximum per pu^IL FXPENDITURF=$ ?801 
PATIO OF maximum to MINIMUM 6,3 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 ?0 30 40 50 60 



9c 4c 4tin4t 4t 

!c lie A « 

)c4t ^*A4t4(4(4t4t4t>^4t‘A4c4(4t** 4t4(4(4c4(4t*4ti4t:ec4t}4t 
4(4t4t3(t4(*4t4t4t4(4(i4t4t4t4t 

)r4t4t4t4t:4c 

K4t«4tifc 

!c/t* 



10 70 30 40 50 60 



70 



70 



BO 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0, 

0, 

3. 

19. 

34. 

36. 

36. 

11 . 

10 . 

8. 
n . 

3. 

3. 

1 . 

4. 

0 . . 

C. 

} . 

0 . 

0 . 
c. 
n. ' 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1.7 
1C. 5 
18.8 
19.9 
19.9 
6.1 
5.5 
4.4 
6.1 
1.7 
1.7 
G.6 
?.?. 
0.0 
o.c 
0.6 
0.0 
0.0 
c.o 
0.0 
0.0 
0.6 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE= $ 574 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENniTUR6»S 1394 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.4 TO I 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES within 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE^.i 507 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=$ 1240 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ....= 2.1 TO 1 



/ 
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ERIC 



COLORADO 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 



PUPIL 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
TO MINIMUM 



VALUATION-S 81 
VALUATION-^ 18 
VALUATION-$2ll 
- 11 . 



PPVI 
CLASS I 



$) 

NTERVAL 



EACH * 



10 



REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL 
20 30 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



1013.- 1854. 




1854.- 2695. 


* 


2695.- 3535. 




3535.- 4376. 




4376.- 5217. 




5217.- 6058. 




6058.- 6899. 




6899.- 7739. 




7739.- 8580. 




8580.- 9421. 




9421.- 10262. 


♦ ♦♦♦♦ 


10262.- 11103. 




H103.- 11943. 




11943.- 12784. 


♦ 


12784.- 13625. 


♦ 


13625.- 14466. 




;|^14466.- 15307. 




115307.- 16147. 


♦ 


)16147.- 16988. 




16988.- 17829. 




17829.- 1867C. 




18670.- 19611. 




19511.- 20351. 




20351.- 21192. 




21192.- 22033. 


♦ 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER 



PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERI 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION»$ 2 
PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N«$14 
TO MINIMUM.... =• ^ 



DISTRICT 
CISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER 



PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PER 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED ^ 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N-$12 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 2 



40 



67 
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STATE OF COLORADO 





REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL 


DISTRICTS, 1968- 


9 






REVENUES PER PUPIL 






TOTAL 


FEDERAL 


STATE 








AHOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT PERCENT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


1 




$ 




LAKE (R-1) 


765 


19 


2i5 


’20 


15,7 


DENVER (11 


833 


60 


7.3 


122 


14.6 


EL PASO <121 


837 


42 


5.1 


191 


22.6 


MORGAN (RE-31 


742 


67 


9.1 


183 


24.7 


ARAPAHOE (SI 


777 


20 


2.6 


173 


22.3 


EUULOER (RE-IJ) 


630 


40 


6.4 


154 


24.5 


MESA ( 51) 


629 


27 


4,4 


188 


30.0 


FREMONT IRE-l) 


57A 


30 


5.3 


184 


32.2 


JEFFERSON (R-1) 


573 


49 


8.6 


167 


29.2 


ADAMS (27-J) 


591 


38 


6.4 


200 


34.0 


RIO GRANDE (C-8) 


469 


32 


6. 6 


199 


40.7 


PUE8LQ (70) 


590 


72 


12.2 


199 


33.7 


ARAPAHOE (28-J) 


547 


64 


11.6 


178 


32.6 


ADAMS (12) 


536 


18 


3.4 


201 


37.6 


EL PASO (2) \ 


479 


82 


17.2 


180 


37.6 


EL PASO (20) 


455 


126 


27.6 


180 


39.5 


EL PASO (6) 


667 


339 


50.6 


194 


29.2 



69 
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STATE OF COLORADO 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS! 1960-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTV 

RATE 



TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

1 


AMOUNT 

S 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAl 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


765 


19 


2.5 


120 


15.7 


626 


ai.6 


29.55 


833 


60 


7.3 


122 


14.6 


650 


78.1 


44.46 


037 


42 


5* 1 


191 


22.8 


603 


72.1 


45.63 


7A2 


67 


9.1 


163 


24.7 


491 


66.2 


48.55 


777 


20 


2.6 


173 


22.3 


583 


75.1 


61.06 


630 


40 


6.4 


154 


24.5 


435 


69.1 


48.54 


829 


27 


4.4 


laa 


30.0 


413 


65.7 


49.65 


574 


30 


5.3 


184 


32.2 


359 


62.5 


46.52 


573 


49 


6.6 


167 


29.2 


356 


62.2 


A0. 14 


591 


36 


6.4 


200 


34. 0 


352 


59.6 


48.95 


469 


32 


6.6 


199 


40.7 


256 


52.7 


37.82 


590 


72 


12.2 


199 


33.7 


319 


54.0 


47. 76 


547 


64 


11. 6 


170 


32 » 6 


304 


55.5 


52.87 


536 


16 


3.4 


201 


3V.6 


316 


59.0 


62.91 


479 


62 


17.2 


180 


37.8 


215 


45.0 


53.30 


455 


126 


27.6 


180 


39.5 


149 


32.7 


53.10 


667 


339 


50.8 


194 


29.2 


133 


20.0 


72.07 


ERIC^ 






■ ■’ ' 
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70 





TAX 

POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

i 

211 

146 

132 

101 

95 

69 

63 

71 

74 

71 

66 

66 I 

5*7 

50 

40 

28 

16 



STATE OF COLORADO 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 181 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT- 500382 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- $ 356.7 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE- $ 853 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 370357 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 65.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE- $ 853 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 370357 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 65.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-. .. .$ 853 ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 370357 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 65.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE- $ 793 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- .. 325163 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ ‘♦3.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE- $ 703 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 268547 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 16.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-. .. .$ 694 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 221366 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 14.6 MILLION 
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CONNECTICUT 



NUMBER OF SCHOCIL OISTRICTS= 169 



STATEUIDE AVERAGE PER 



PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 8 



niSTR iCT AVERAGE 
nlSTRlCT MINIMUM 
DISTRICT MAXI MUM 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=t 
PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 
PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 
TO MINIMUM.* 



7 

13 



PPEIil 



CLASS 


INTERVAL 


EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
0 ' 10 20 30 AO 50 


100.- 


200. 




200.- 


300. 


*> 


3 00.- 


400. 


1 


400.- 


500. 


Xt 


500.- 


600. 




600.- 


700. 




700.- 


800. 




800.- 


900. 


)(t ^ i(ci^ ^ 4 )«( )0c 


900.- 


1000. 


)(. ^ 3«t KM«t 4c 4 m(( X< « 


1000.- 


1100. 


4:>(t4c^4c>!c)«c)«t 


1100.- 


1200. 




1200.- 


1300. 


♦ 


1300.- 


1400. 


4( 


1400.- 


1500. 




1500.- 


1600. 




1600.- 


1700. 




1 700.- 


1800. 




1800.- 


1900. 




1900.- 


2000. 




2000.- 


2100. 




21C0.- 


2200. 




2200.- 


2300. 




2300.- 


2400. 




2400.- 


2500. 




250C.- 


2600. 


0 10 20 30 40 50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PER 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 5 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=$ 10 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...* 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PER 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 6 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE = $ 9 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 
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CONNECTICUT 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 169 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEInIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=t 882 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENl)ITURE=$ 764 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE=$ 499 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 1311 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 2.6 TO 1 



PERCENT 

EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT FREQUENCY IN CLASS 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

0. 0.0 

0. 0. 0 

0. 0.0 

1 . 0 . 6 

12. 7ol 

inift)Liffftfnf^,^:t^******************************** 49. 29.0 

*ijii)(i(t<(iMi**icc******<»'<<*******************'(«***i)>'(<i^*'(‘*i5t* 56. 33.1 

i,«it‘**i^^*’^^******* 24, 14.2 

i(t<(l{i4njtj(<4ilCc 15, 8,9 

* 8, 4, 7 

2 . 1,2 

1. 0,6 

1. 0, 6 

0 , 0.0 

0 , 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0 . 0. 0 

0. 0. 0 

0 . 0.0 

0. 0. 0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0. 0 

0 . 0.0 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 565 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXP ENDITURE=$ 1034 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 1.8 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 607 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE = $ 943 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 1.6 TO 1 



no 
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CONNECTICUT ^ 

DISPAHTIES in PROPFTtTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 96 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATIDN= 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION= 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION= 
RATID OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 




1 



PPV( $> 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH f REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO 



91AA.- UA8A. 
11A8A.- 13823. 
13823.- 16163. 
16163.- 18503„ 
18503.- 208A2. 
208A2.- 23182. 
23182.- 25522. 
25522.- 27861. 
27861.- 30201. 
30201.- 325A0. 
325A0.- 3A880. 
3A880.- 37220. 
37220.- 39559. 
39559.- A1899. 
A'1899.- AA239. 
AA239.- A6578. 
A6578.- A8916. 
A891 8.- 51253. 
’■>51256.- 53597. 
^53,597.- 5593 7. 
>55937.- 58277. 
58277.- 60616. 
60616.- 62956, 
62956.- 65296. 
65296.- 67635. 



******** 



t 

10 



20 



30 AO 



50 



50 



PER 



PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION’ 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PGR PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



O 

ERIC 




44 



CONNECTICUT 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISrRICTS= 96 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
TO MINIMUM 



VALUATION»$21281 
VALUATI0N=$11483 
VALUATinN=$65295 
5.7 TO 



1 



EACH « REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦ 

* 



10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

R PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N*$12007 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0Na$3471 7 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... « 2.9 TO 1 

R PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N*$13105 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N«$29688 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2. 3 TO 1 





75 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

13. 

13. 

16. 

12 . 

11 . 

7. 

10 . 

5. 

2 * 

2 . 

3. 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 

IN CLASS 

0.0 

13.5 

13.5 

16.7 

12.5 

11.5 
7.3 

10.4 

5.2 

2.1 

2.1 

3.1 

1.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

1.0 



tiasa 
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTSt 1968- 
REVENUES P'iR PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 


TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

S 


STATE 
AMOUNT P 

$ 


GREENH ICH 


1062 


8 


C.8 


181 


STAMFORD 


997 


C 


0.0 


186 


HARTFORD 


99 6 


75 


7.6 


223 


WEST HARTFORD 


900 


24 


2.7 


178 


WESTPORT 


98a 


1 


O.l 


182 


TRUM8ULL 


771 


11 


1.5 


186 


BRIDGEPORT 


623 


56 


9.1 


197 


SHELTON 


536 


22 


4.2 


176 


WINDSOR 


673 


22 


3.4 


186 


MERIDEN 


56fl 


12 


2.1 


1T5 


MADISON 


683 


8 


1.2 


184 


SUFF lELO 


764 


17 


2.3 


195 


PLAINFIELD 


560 


3 


0.6 


180 


THOMASTON 


635 


8 


1.4 


177 


LEDYARD 


60 B 


5C 


8.3 


176 


TOLLARO 


947 


3 


0.4 


185 


WOLCOTT 


570 


7 


1.4 


174 





A5 
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* l968-<} 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 



TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


10 MILL RATE 
$ 


1062 


8 


C.8 


181 


17.1 


871 


82. 1 


13.35 


652 


997 


C 


0.0 


186 


10.7 


810 


81.3 


24.00 


337 


996 


75 


7.6 


223 


22.4 


698 


70.1 


23.50 


297 


900 


24 


2.7 


178 


19.8 


698 


77.5 


24.55 


284 


98ft 


1 


0.1 


1B2 


18. 5 


804 


81.4 


30.5 2 


263 


771 


11 


1.5 


186 


24.1 


574 


74.4 


24.02 


238 


623 


56 


9.1 


197 


31.7 


368 


59.2 


16.08 


229 


536 


22 


4.2 


176 


32.8 


337 


63.0 


14.8 5 


22 7 


673 


22 


3.4 


186 


27.7 


464 


68.9 


22.12 


209 


56ft 


12 


2. 1 


175 


30.9 


381 


67.0 


19.57 


194 


683 


8 


1.2 


lfl4 


27.0 


490 


71.8 


26.97 


182 


764 


17 


2.3 


195 


25.5 


551 


72.2 


31.33 


176 


560 


3 


0.6 


180 


32.2 


376 


67.2 


23.00 


16 3 


63 5 


8 


1.4 


177 


27.9 


449 


70.8 


29.48 


152 


60S 


5C 


8.3 


176 


29.0 


381 


62.7 


27.67 


137 


947 


3 


0.4 


185 


19.5 


759 


80. 1 


6C.37 


125 


570 


7 


1.4 


174 


30.6 


386 


68.0 


33.82 


114 
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 169 

TOTAL 662067 

TOTAL EXPEN0ITURE = * 529.4 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^.... $1094 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF 581345 

ADDITIONAL COST= * « $ 179.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=.... $1002 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF 558675 

ADDITIONAL $ 126.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=. . .. $ 922 ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF 493129 

ADDITIONAL 83.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=!*... $ 877 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF 417405 

ADDITIONAL 62.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=.. .. $ 810 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 357795 

ADDITIONAL ^*$ 35.3 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^.. .. $ 772 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 2*9638 5 

ADDITIONAL .-4$ 22.9 MILLION 
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DELAWARE 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 23 SC 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 793 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 764 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 633 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM. PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1081 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 1.7 



\ 



o 

ERIC 





ppEm 



CLASS 


INTERVAL 


EACH 






0 10 


100.- 


200, 




200. - 


300. 




200.- 


400, 




AOO.- 


500. 




500.- 


600. 




600.- 


700. 




700. - 


800. 




800.- 


900. 


♦ ♦♦♦ 


900.- 


1000. 


♦ 


1000. - 


1100, 


♦ 


1100.- 


1200, 




1200. - 


1300. 




1300.- 


1400. 




1400.- 


1500, 




1500.- 


1600. 




1600.- 


1700. 




1700. - 


1800, 




1800.- 


1900. 




1900.- 


2000. 




2000.- 


21 00, 




2100.- 


2200, 




2200.- 


2300, 




2300.- 


2400. 




2400.- 


2500. 




2500.- 


2600. 


0 10 



REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 40 50 



20 30 40 50 



60 



60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95, TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 661 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=S 826 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..,, * 1.2 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEMOITURE=»S 69l 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 319 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 1.2 
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DELAWARE 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 18 SCH 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI 

district maximum per pupil equalized ASSESSED VALUATI 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 5.5 T 



PPV($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

82A7.- IO2A0. 
102AO.- 122 32. ♦ 
12232.- IA225. ♦♦ 
14225.- 1S218. 
16218.- 18211. 
18211.- 20203. • 
20203.- 22196. 
22196.- 24189. ♦ 
24189.- 26181. ♦ 
26181.- 28174. 
28174.- 30167. ♦♦ 
' 30167.- 32160. 

^ 32l60.- 34152. 

'■ 34 1 52.- 36 1 45. 

36145.- 38138. 
38138.- 40130. 
4pl30.- 42123. 
52123.- 44116. 
!51 h16.- 46109. 
46109.- 48101. 
’'48101.- 50094. 
•^1)94.- 52087. 
52087.- 54079. 
54079.- 56072. 
56072.- 58065. ♦ 

. ■ 0 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



10 20 ■ 30 



40 



50 



60 



60 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN S.TH TO 95, 
OISTfhcT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 
DISTItICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MIN I MUM. 2. 9 



PER PUPIL 'equalized ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUP 'iL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 
MAXIMUM PER PUPiL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...........** ••••• •- 2.1 



DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 
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1 



OELAMARE 



\RITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

ER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 18 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

UCT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N«<213A9 

UCT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«*10239 

UCT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»S56072 

3 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM........ 5.5 TO 1 



♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 




20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
KICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»$10239 
RICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*S30066 
0 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIKUH.... 2.9 TO 1 \ 

EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
RICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL’ EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N*$13519 
RICT MAXI MUM PER PUP, IL^ EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION* $28201 
J OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 2. I TO I > 




FREQUENCY 

0 . 

1 . 

2 . 

0 . 

6 « 

1 . 

3 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

5.6 

U.l 

0.0 

33.3 

5.6 

16.7 

5.6 

6 

0.0 

ll«l 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0#0 

0*0 

0.0 

0*0 

5.6 







STATE OF DELAWARE 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 

ALEXIS I. OUPONT 

WILMINGTON 

MT. PLEASANT 

ALFRED I. OUPONT 

DOVER 

CLAYMONT 

NEWARK 

NEW CASTLE 

LEWES 

SEAFORO 

MIDDLETOWN 

OE LA HARR 

MILFORD 

GEORGE TOHN 

LAUREL 

WOODBRIOGE 

CE ASAR RODNEY 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


937 


3 


0.4 


498 


53.2 


eo9 


2^ 


3.0 


574 


71.0 


819 


0 


0.1 


501 


CNJ 

. 


835 


12 


1.4 


491 


58.8 


752 


102 


13.7 


478 


63.6 


734 


4. . 


0.6 


462 


62.9 


741 


8 


1.2 


449 


60.6 


644 


0 


0.0 


456 


70.8 


586 


16 


2.7 


474 


80.9 


621 


0 


0.0 


492 


79.3 


585 


2 


0.4 


480 


82.1 


690 


26 


3.8 • 

V * f , 


488 


70. 7 


580 


r, . 29 , - 


5.1 


464 


80.1 


530 


1 

, IV ■; V ; 

id 


0.2 


470 


88.6 


711 


14.2 


517 


72.8 


606 i 


■: ... ;"V:59 


;• ■% 9. S . 


465 


76. 8 


415 


■ ir ' 

A6 


11.2 


312 


75.2 




STATE OF DELAWARE 

^UES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1960-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

FEDERAL STATE 



AI>fOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


3 


0,4 


498 


53. 2 


24 


; 3,0 


5T4 


71.0 


0 


0,1 


501 


61.2 


12 


1,4 


491 


58.8 


102 


13,7 


478 


63.6 


; 4 . 


0,6. 


462 


62.9 


8 


1,2 


449 


. 60.6 


0 


0,0 


456 


70.8 


16 


2,7 


474 


• 

o 

00 


0 


OiO 


492 


79,3 


2 


0,4 


480 


82.1 


26 


3,8 


488 


70.7 


29 


5.1 


464 


... 


1 


0,2 


470 


88.6 


101 


14,2 


517 


72,8 


59 


9.8 


465 


00 

• 

■ 


46 


11.2 


312 


75.2 



PROPERTY TAX 



LOCAL 

A^HSUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

S 


435 


46^ 5 


11.10 


392 


210 


26.0 


10.02 


210 


316 


38.7 


16.05 


197 


332 


39.7 


19.68 


168 


170 


22.7 


11.22 


152 


267 


36.5 


18.53 


144 


283 


38.2 


23.01 


123 


187 


29;2 


16.32 


115 


95 


16.3 


9.33 


102 


128 


20.7 


13.20 


97 


102 


17.5 


10.62 


96^ 


175 


25.5 


18.59 


94 


.'V: 85 


14.8 


9.30 


92 


59 


11.3 


6.92 




. • 92 


13.0 


10.75 


65 


::‘81 


■':13.4- 


9.74 


83 


56 


13.6 


9. 22 


61 




- - 



STATE OF DELAWARE 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRlCTS= 23 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT*. 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* 



117613 
$ 



92,3 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



S1081 ( 95TH 
98217 



PERCENT ILEf 
.$ 32.3 MILLION 



PER PUPIL expenditure-.... 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



$1081 ( 90TH PERCENTILE! 

98217 

$ 32.3 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 826 ( 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



both PERCENTILE) 

85703 

i 7. 7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....^ 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



802 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

... 75475 

$ 5.7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ T64 ( 

number of pupils* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



60TH PERCENTILE) 

63102 

$ 3.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*. ..••••• • 
ADDITIONAL COST* 



$ 741 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

..... 48355 

......$ 1.6 MILLION 



FLORIDA 

NUM9FR OF SCHOOL niSTRICTS= 67 SC 

STATTWIOF AVCRftRF PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=$ 710 

district average per pupil EXPEN0ITURF=« 7A0 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PEP PUPIL EXPFNOI TURF=S 582 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* IC?6 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 1.8 



PPF($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

r, 



EACH REPRFSFNTS 1 SCHOOL 
IC ^0 30 



100 .- 200 . 

2C<'.- ?"^0. 

300.- ^00. 
400.- 500. 

500.- ^00. 

600.- 700. 

700.- B'^O. 

flOO.- ROO. 

000 .- 1000 . 



4(4i *4: 4t**4c 

4t4t4t4t«t4i4tilc4c^^ 

«* 



lOOD.- HDD. * 

1100 .- 1200 . 

1200.- no«. 

1300.- 1400. 

1400.- V500. 

1500.- 1600. 

16C0.- 1700. 

1700.- 1800. 

1800.- ISOO. 

1900,- 2000. 

20 ': 0 .- 2100 . 

2100 .- 2200 . 

2200.- 2300. 

2300.- 240r. 

2400.- 2500. 

2500.- 2600. 

0 10 20 30 



DISTRICT 

40 



40 



50 



SO- 



SO 



60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 597 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 881 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. ••••••* 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN IC.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 630 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PFR PUPIL EXPENOrTURE** 879 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...................* 1.4 





51 



HOC 



TO 



TO 



TO 



I 



FLORIDA 

UMSFR of school D!STRICTS» 67 

TATrWIOF AVCRAOF PER PUPIL EXPEND ITUPE=$ 710 

ISTRICT AVEPACiE PER PUPIL EXPEN0ITURF=* 7^0 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PEP PUPIL EXPENOI TURE=» 582 
ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENr.'ITURE=« 10?6 
ATin OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



SCHOOL YFAR 1069/7C 



1.8 TO 1 



ACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

RC 30 40 50 



60 



70 



PO 



4r A * 4t4t A* 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



PIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5, TH TO 95.TH percentiles 

ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*$ 597 

ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 881 

ATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 1.5 TO 1 

IPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 1,0. TH TO 90, TH PERCENTILES 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPlt' EXPENDITURE** 630 
ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXpcfijoijuRE**,' 879 . 

ATIO'DF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...,,,,.., ,,*1,4 TO 1 



51 



■ 'O' 

ERIC 



V j 
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REOUENCY 


PERCENT 
IN CLASS 




•?. 


0.0 


I 




0.0 




n. 


0,0 




0. 


0.0 


i 




6.0 




?l. 


31.3 


J 




A1.8 


i 

r 


11. 


16.4 


1 




3.0 


j 


la 


1.5 


t 


0. 


0.0 


j 


0. 


0.0 


a 


0. 


0.0 


n 




0.0 




0. 


0.0 


.‘-f J 


0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 /" 


1 


n. 


o,n 


f 


0. 


0.0 




0. 


0,0 




0. 


0.0 




n. 


0,0 




0. 


0.0 


, 


0. 


0.0 


1 


0. 


0.0 


- 



vV..' 









FLORIDA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 59 SCHOOL 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ■ V.3 TO I 



PPV($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 



AAS8.- 6962. 
6962.- 9A67. * 

9467.- 11972. * 
11972.- 14476. * 
14476.- 16981. * 
16981.- 19486. * 
19486.-21990. * 
21990.- 24495. 
24495.- 26999. 
26999.- 29504. 
29504.- 32C09. 
32009.- 34513. 
34513.- 37C18. 
37018.- 39522. 

39 5 2 2.- 42027. 
42027.- 44532. 
•44532.- 47036. 
47036.- 49541. 
49541.- 52046. 
32046.- 54550. 
*54550.- 57055. 
570 55.- 59559. 
59559.- 62C64. 
62064.- 64569. 
64569.- 67C73. 



EACH * REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



60 









10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUAL IZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION* 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED: VALUAT ION* 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MIN IMUM A.2 TO I 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH 
OISTR ICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION* 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION* 
RATIO OF maximum TO MINI MUM. 3»3 TO 1 
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FLORIDA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 59 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-122677 

DISTRICT PINIHUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-S 6962 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-164568 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 9.3 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



»* 

*** 

>-«** 

«♦** 






ID 2C 30 40 50 60 70 80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

2 . 

5. 

6 » 

B# 

7. 

7. 

3. 

4. 

2 . 

2 . 

5. 

1. 

2 . 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

l« 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

3.4 

8.5 
10.2 
13.6 
11.9 
11.9 

5.1 
6 . 8 
3.4 

3.4 

9.5 
1.7 
3.4 
3.4 
3.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
O.P 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1.7 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5. TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUAL IZED ASSESSED VALUATION-19920 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-141927 > 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.................... 4.2 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-111413 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-A38087 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.................... 3.3 TO 1 






89 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 





REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL 


DISTRICTS* 


1968-9 






REVENUES PER PUPIL 


‘ 




TOTAL 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


t 


$ 




$ 




PALM BEACH 


919 


48 


5.3 


392 


42.7 


SARASOTA 


927 


70 


7.6 


428 


46.2 


INDIAN RIVER 


797 


29 


3.6 


396 


49.8 


DADE 


830 


118 


14.2 


380 


45.8 


ST JOHNS 


771 


61 


8.0 


440 


57.1 


ST LUCIE 


718 


53 


7.4 


405 


56.4 


MARION 


798 


61 


7.7 


440 


55.2 


LEVY 


849 


72 


8.5 


593 


69.9 


VOLUSIA 


724 


35 


4.9 


408 


56.3 


DE SOTA 


756 


57 


7.6 


460 


60.9 


SANTA ROSA 


676 


69 


10.2 


475 


70.3 


DUVAL 


641 


45 


7.1 


394 


61.5 


BREVARO 


714 


78 


11.0 


395 


55.4 


JACKSON 


730 


105 


14.4 


533 


73.1 


HOLMES 


793 


146 


18.5 


565 


71.3 


NAOISON 


727 


120 


16.6 


515 


70.9 


GADSDEN 


628 


69 


11.1 


480 


76.5 






STATE Of FLORIOA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OlSTRlCTSf 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 



lOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCSiNT 

1 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN HILLS 


10 MILL RATE 

$ 


919 


48 


S.3 


392 


42.7 


478 


52*1 


10.92 


438 


927 


70 


7.6 


428 


46.2 


428 


46«2 


11,06 


387 


797 


29 


3.6 


396 


49.8 


371 


46«6 


11.13 


333 


830 


lie 


14.2 


380 


45.8 


331 


40*0 


11.15 


297 


771 


61 


8.0 


440 


57.1 


269 


34.9 


9.98 


269 


716 


53 


7.4 


405 


56.4 


260 


36.2 


9.64 


269 


798 


61 


7.7 


440 


55.2 


i296 


37.1 


11.82 


250 


849 


72 


8.5 


593 


69.9 


183 


21.6 


7.71 


237 ^ 


724 


35 




408 


56.3 


280 


38.8 


12.43 


226 


756 


57 


7.6 


460 


60.9 


238 


31.5 


10.84 


219 


676 


69 


10.2 


475 


70.3 


131 


19.4 


6.28 


209 


641 


45 


7.1 


394 


61.5 


201 


31.4 


12.65 


159 


714 


78 


11.0 


395 


55.4 


239 


33.5 


16.29 


146 


730 


105 


14.4 


533 


73.1 


91 


12.5 


7.11 


128 


793 


146 


18.5 


565 


71.3 


80 


10.2 


7.59 


. 106 . 

li- 




120 


16.6 


515 


70.9 


;-v9a . 


12.4 


10.16 


89 


628 


69 


11.1 


480 


76.5 


78 


12.4 


11.23 


.69 



'•'U 
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STATE OF FLORIDA 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 67 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 1312693 

TOTAL, EXPENDITURE* 955.9 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ... S 883 I 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*..... 1175585 

ADDITIONAL COST* $185.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... .$ 824 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 917959 

ADDIT IONAL COST* $ 117.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ... $ 824 I 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*...... 917959 

ADDITIONAL COST* ^ 117.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 787 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 799971 

ADDITIONAL COST* .....$ 83.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... .$ 737 < 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*... 652553 

ADDITIONAL COST*. ^5.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... •$ 722 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. 572754 

ADDITIONAL COST*.... ^ 35.8 MILLION 



ERIC 



54 



92 










GEORGIA 

NUMBER OP fiCHOOL DISTRICTS= 190 



STATEVIDE AVEBRGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 6 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITUaE=S f 
DISTRICT NINIHUH PER PUPIL BXPENDITOHE=S : 
DISTRICT MAXI NON PER PUPIL EXPENDITUBE=S ^ 
RATIO OF MAXinUN TO NINIHUH 




PPE($) 

CLASS INTERVAL EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 10 20 30 40 50 

100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- 400. ♦♦♦♦ 

400.- 500. ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦•♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦**♦♦*' 



500.“ 600. 

600.- 700. 

700.- 800. 

800.- 900. 

900.- 1000. 
1000 .- 1100 . 
1 100 .- 1200 . 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. 
1700.- 1800. 
1800.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000 .- 2100 . 
2100 .- 2200 . 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 2600. 



00000****t******* . 

0********t******* ¥*******************^****** **********' 
««««««« 

** 



0 10 20 30 40 50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES HITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PBl 
DISTRICT HINinOH PER PUPIL EXPENDITUBB=S 
DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL BXPBNDITURE=S 
RATIO OF HAXIHUH TO HIRIRUR. 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES RITBIN 10. fH TO 90. TH PE 
DISTRICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL BXPENDITURE=S 
DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITU RE=S 
RATIO OF HAXINON TO NINIHUH 
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GEORGIA 

NUMBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 190 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 600 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITUBE=S 505 
DISTRICT niNiaUH PER PUPIL BXPBNDITUR£=S 364 
DISTRICT flAXIHDH PER PUPIL EXPENDITUBE=S 7 35 
RATIO OP nAXIHUH TO MINIMUM = 2.0 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



60 70 80 






10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

ER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES V ^ 

DISTRICT HINIHUM PER PUPIL BXPENDITUBE=I 421 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 598 
RATIO OF HAXIHUH TO HIRIHUH :.........« 1.4 TO 1 

ER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. £H TO 90. IH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 444 / 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL BXPENDITUBE=S 579 f 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM » /i . 3 TO 1 




FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

4. 

97. 

80 . 

7. 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

2.1 

51.1 

42.1 
3.7 
1.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 , 
0.0 
0.0 i 
0.0 < 
0.0 
0.0 ! 
0.0 1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 ‘ 
0.0 



GEORGIA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 15A 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 

DISTRICT MINIIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... .........= 



PPVI SI 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



10 



EACH * REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 AO 



6601.- 10224. 

10224.- 11848. *** 

11848.- 13471. ** 

13471.- 15095. **** 

15095.- 16718. **** 

16718.- 18342. ******** 

10342.- 19965. ******************* 
19965.- 21509. ********************* 
21509.- 232lij. ***** ***4************** 
23212.- 24036. ***************** 
24836.- 26459. *************** 

26459.- 28083. ********** 

28083.- 29706. ******* 

1 29706.- 31330. ***** 

31330.- 32953. *** 

32953.- 34577. ****** 

*6^5 7;7.- 36200. ** 
i)36200.- 37824. 

,3.78 24.- 39447. * 

C39447.- 41071. * 

C4lb71.- 42694. * 

42694.- 44317. 

44317.- 45941. * 

45941.- 47564. 

47564.- 49188. * 

0 10 20 



30 40 



50 



50 



60 



60 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALI 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALI 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM, ....... i 2' 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V/LUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALI 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALI 
RATIO DF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 1 



56 



GEORGIA 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 15A 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO M IN I MUM« ........ 



SCHOOL YEAR l<?68/69 

VALUATIUNsS23S88 
VALUATI0N»$10224 
VALUATION* $47564 
* 4,7 TO I 



EACH * 



10 



REPRESENTS 1 
20 30 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 
40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



««**********^ 

^*«ji^4********** 



FREQUENCY 

0. 

3. 

2. 

4, 

4, 

8 . 

19. 

21 . 

23. 

17, 

15. 

10.- 

7, 

5, 

3, 

6 • 

2 . 

0. 

1 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0, 

1. 

0 . 

1 . 



10 



20 



,-ip 



40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



ER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$14190 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED Assessed VALUATI0N»$34164 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM............. ......= 2.4 TO 1 ' ' 

ER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90, TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N»$l730l 
D IS TR I CT MAX I MUM PE R ' PUP I L EQUAL I ZED A SS ES SEO VAL UAT 1 0N»$ 3130 3 ; 
RATIO OF MAX I MUM TO MINI MUM ...................*1.8 TO 1 
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PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

1.9 

1.3 

2.6 

2.6 

3.2 

12,3 

13.6 

14,9 

11.0 

9.7 

6.5 

4.5 

3.2 

1.9 

3.9 

1.3 
0.0 
0,6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.0 
0,6 
0,0 
0,6 



STATE OP GEORGIA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 



TOTAL FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ % ■■ 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 



PUTNAH 


575 


67 




260 


45#2 


ATLANTA CITY 


764 


100 


13,1 


229 


30#0 


COWETA 


558 


31 


5.6 


301 


53#9 


DEKALB 


602 


56 


9. A 


259 


43#0 


CARROLLTON CITY 


486 


48 


10.0 


269 


55# 5 


HONROE 


4B5 


60 


lA.O 


315 


65# 0 


WILCOX 


599 


157 


26.3 


354 


59 #2 


BIBB 


597 


05 


lA.A 


308 


5U7 


BULLOCH 


477 


50 


10.5 


350 


73# 5 


MORGAN 


A55 . 


0 


1.9 


353 


77^5 


MADISON 


501 


79 


15.8 


323 


64«4 


TWIGGS 


504 


96 


19,2 ■' 


317 


62#9 


BARTOW 


458 ; 


57 


12. A 


317 


69*3 


FRANKLIN 


484 


66 


13.7 


345 


7U3 


EVANS 


459 


71 


15.7 


335 


73#i 


LOWNDES 


492 


■ ‘ 2^’ ■ 


5.5.V'- 


'•L.,^^352 


71# 6 


TROUP 


769 


163 


CM 


483 


62«6 



STATE OF GEORGIA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS# 1968-9 

i ■ ■ ■ i ‘‘ ' ■ 

REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 

,! NECESSARY YIELD AT 

iL FEDERAL STATE LOCAL FOR LOCAL ID MILL RATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT PERCENT REVENUE 

. 4 ft ft IN MILLS % 



75 


67 




11.7 




260 




45»2 


^64 


100 




13,1 




229 




30»0 


50 


31 




5.6 




301 




53»9 


>02 


56 




9.6 




259 




43.0 


^86 


48 1 


' ' ■ 


10.0 




269 




55.5 


85 


68 




16.0 




315 




65.0 


599 


157 




• 

CM 




354 




59.2 


>97 


05 




16.6 




300 




51.7 


>77 


50 . 




10.5 




350 




73.5 


»55 


8 




1.9 




353 




77.5 


501 


79 




15.8 


, (f 


323 




64.4 


504 


' 96 ■. 


i-' ,vi . 


19.2 


• ■ 


317 


■■■'• 


62 .9 


»58 


57 




12.6 




317 


/ 


69.3 


»84 


66 




13.7 




345 




71.3 


t59 


71 




15.f 




335 




73.1 


♦92 


^‘^■26' 




5.5 




352 




71.6 


r69 


163 




21.3 




403 




■' . 

CM 



■■'57" 




248 


63.1 


5.22 


475 


435 


56.9 


9.63 


451 


225 


60 w 6 


6.76 


333 


286 


67.6 


9.02 


317 


167 


36.5 


5.75 


292 


101 


21.0 


3.73 


272 


86 


16.5 


3.37 


257 


202 


33.9 


8.24 




76 


16.0 


3.26 


234, ■ 


94 


20.7 


4.18 


225 


99 


19.8 


4.59 


216 




;"'t8.o .;'■ 


4.30 


210 


:;•■■; 83, 


•i8.2^.- 


4.15 


201 


72 


15.0 


3.73 


194 


t - . 

,51;.;';. 


il.2 

: ■ : < . • . J . ■ 


2.81 


183 


112 ,■. ■"■ 


a* 

CM 

CM 


6.94 


. 162i 


122 


15.9 


11.96 


102 



■/■■ 

I'l 

■ >l 













STATE OF GEORGIA ’ 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 190 
TOTAL 

TOTAL $ 543*1 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^*. ..S 736 I 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF 870675 

ADDITIONAL COST****** * *****$ 188*9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=»****$ 706 C 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 838466 

ADDITIONAL COST* 162*6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** *..$ 579 C 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS** 763952 

ADDITIONAL COST* *•*• .****.$ 57*9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** **•$ 534 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS** •••* * 592346 

ADDITIONAL COST* •••••••*** S 25*5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 530 C 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS******* ** 549604 

AUDIT lONAL C 0 ST* ..********************** S 2 3 . 5 Ml LL I ON 

PER PUPIL EXPEN01TURE***..$ 516 C 50TH PERCENTILE ) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. ************* 458574 

ADDITIONAL COST*. .*****....*...****•**.. $ 16*0 MILLION 
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(ERIC 
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PPE(«) 

CLASS INTERVAL 



100.- 

200 .- 

300.- 

400.- 

500.- 

600.- 

700.- 

800.- 



200 . 

300. 

400. 

500. 

600. 

700. 

BOO. 

900. 



900.- 1000. 
1000.- 1100. 
1100.- 1200. 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. 
1700.- 1800. 
1800.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000.- 2100. 
2100.-2200. 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 2600. 



** 



HAMAH 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 7 



STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOI TUR E=$ 851 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES $ 489 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EX PEND ITURE=$ 434 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 544 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



10 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 40 



50 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHI N 5 .TH TO 95. TH PERCEN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 434 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 544 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCEN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 448 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 533 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



ICO 



59 

IV-T 






a' 

• t ' 



HAW A 1 1 

MUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* T 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=$ 851 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ A89 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ A3A 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE»$ 5AA 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO 



50 



« 1.3 TO I 



60 



70 



80 



10 



20 



30 



AO 



50 



60 



70 



80 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5 . TH TO 95. TH PERCENT ILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*$ A3A 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 544 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO, MINIMUM.... TO 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$AA8 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 533 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1.2 TO 



,v 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

5. 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 » 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
71. A 
28.6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 1 
0 . 0 ' 
0 . 0 | 
• 0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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A * , 



101 












HA W A I I 



Per -Pupil Valuation 



NOTE: As the percentage of revenue which comes from property 



tax in Hawaii is minute, the National Educational Finance 
Project did not collect data on the State. 













H AW A I I 



Revenues of Selected Districts 



NOTE: Han/all has only one school district 
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ST An OF HAWAI I 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- 



179364 

$ 86.2 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 544 ( 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



95TH PERCENTILE) 
159050 

.......* 10.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



* 533 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

..... 142065 

$ 8.7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 492 ( 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



BOTH PERCENTILE) 

88535 

$ 2.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 492 ( 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



70TH PERCENTILE) 

88535 

* 2.9 MILLION 



P£P PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



.i..* 492 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 
......... BB535 

* 2.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 486 ( 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



50TH PERCENTILE) 

53586 

* 2.4 MILLION 



«104 



FDAHQ 




NUMBER OF SCHOOL orSTRICTS* 115 
STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOT 



DISTRICT AVERAGE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITl 
PER PUPIL EXPENOITl 
PER PUPIL EXPENDITl 
TO MINIMUM 



PP 
CLA SS 



EItt 

INTERVAL 



10 



EACH * REPRESENTS I 
20 30 



SCHOOL DISTRICT! 
40 



100 .- 
200 .- 
300.- 
400.- 
500.- 
600 .- 
700.- 
800.- 
900.- 
1000 .- 
1100 .- 
1200 .- 
1300.- 
1400 .- 
1500. - 
1600.- 
1700.- 
1800 .- 
1900.- 
2000 .- 
2100 .- 
2200 .- 
2300.- 
2400.- 
2500.- 



2C0. 

30C. 

400. 

500. 

600. 

700. 

800. 

900. 

1000. 

1100. 

1200. 

1300. 

1400. 

1500. 

1600 . 

1700. 

1800. 

1900. 

2000. 

2100. 

2200 . 

2300. 

2400. 

2500. 

3172. 



** 

***************** 

******** ************** 
*************************** 
**************** 

********** 

*********** 

**** 



20 



30 



40 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOT 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM, 



PER 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



4SS-9S8 0 - Ta • 5 



105 



63 



IDAHO 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 115 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*^ 629 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE»$ 825 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 483 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXP ENOITURE-S 3172 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 6.6 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 



70 



80 



***************** 

******* 

^^*^^^^*** 

**** 

* 

* 

* 

* 



* 



1C 20 30 40 50 60 70 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE»S 565 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE»S 1197 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 2. 1 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 584 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TUP ‘»S 1068 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ■ l»8 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0. 

0. 

0 . 

2 . 

17. 

22 . 

27. 

16. 

10 . 

11 . 

4. 

1 . 

1. 

1. 

0. 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

1.7 

14.8 
19.1 
23.5 

13.9 

8.7 
9.6 
3.5 
0.9 
0.9 
0.9 
0.0 
0.9 
0.0 
0.0 • 
0.9 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
c.o 

0.9 




106 



63 



IDAHO 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUP 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 29 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 



PPVI tl 

CLASS INTERVAL 



2960.- 
3235.- 
3509.- 
3704.- 
4058.- 
4332.- 
4607.- 
4881.- 
5155.- 
5430.- 
5704.- 
5978.- 
6253.- 
f 6527.- 
.6801.- 
7076.- 
7350.- 
r-.7624.- 
:7899.- 
““8173.- 
8447.- 
8722.- 
8996.- 
9270.- 
9545.- 



0 

3235. 

3509. ** 
3784. 

4058. **♦* 
43.32. *** 
4607. 

4881. ** 
5155. ** 
5430. ** 
5704. *** 
5978. 

62 53. * 
6527. ** 
6801. * 
7076. 

7350. 

7624. 

7899. 

8173. 

8447. 

8722. 

8996. 

9270. 

9545. 

9819. * 

0 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUP»1 ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TC ' 
OI.'.MICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUi 

0I!>TAI:T maximum per pupil assessed valu 

RAUO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALU 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PEP PUPIL ASSESSED VALU 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



64 



1C7 



IDAHO 



DISPARITIES Ifv PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 29 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM •* 



A858 

3234 

9544 

3«0 TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL 01 STRICT 
10 2 0 3 0 4 0 50 6 0 7 0 



* 

** 



10 20 30 40 50 60 70 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 3244 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-! 6441 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.0 TO 1 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT HININUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-! 3934 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-! 6412 

RATIO OF irAXINUM TO MINIMUM..., 1.6 TO 1 
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FREQUENCY 
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2 . 
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4. 

3. 

3. 

2 . 

2 . 

2 . 

3. 

0 . 

1 . 

2 . 

1 . 
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0 . 

0 . 
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0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

6.9 

10.3 

13.8 

10.3 

10.3 

6.9 

6.9 

6.9 

10.3 

0.0 

3.4 

6.9 

3.4 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3.4 








1C7 



64 

















t 












STATE OF 


IDAHO 












REVENUES 


OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL 


DISTRICTS* 1968-9 












REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 










TOTAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 










AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT PERCENT 








SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


1 




% 








KELLOGG 


559 


48 


8.7 


131 23.5 








SANOPOINT 


499 


50 


10.1 


156 31.4 








JEROME 


506 


27 


5.5 


ie<» 3f’.4 








ORANGEVILLE 


645 


125 


19.5 


213 33.1 








ORCFINU 


491 


57 


11.7 


208 42.5 








ENMETTSVILLE 


414 


25 


6 • 1 


204 49.4 








RICBV 


464 


36 


7.5 


238 49.2 








LEblSTCN 


5C6 


37 


7.3 


172 34.0 








BOISE 


482 


28 


6.0 


187 38.8 








MERIDIAN 


421 


23 


5.5 


187 44.4 








TMIN FALLS 


479 


48 


10.2 


198 41.4 


1 






RUPERT 


468 


45 


9.3 


231 47.3 


I 






IDAHO FALLS 


460 


44 


9.7 


213 46.3 








SHELLEY 


462 


41 


8.9 


235 50.9 








1 MOUNTAIN HOME 


554 


168 


35«4 


163 30.7 








POCATELLO 


446 


43 


9.7 


243 54.5 






• 


EAST aONNEVlLLE 


478 


55 


11.6 


241 50.5 


1 

• 
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STATE OF IDAHO 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

TAX 

POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 



UAL FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ < 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

t 



LOCAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 



PROPERTY 

RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 



559 


48 


8.7 


131 


23.5 


)79 


67.8 


39.74 


95 


^99 


50 


lO^l 


156 


31.4 


291 


56.5 


45.51 


64 


506 


27 


5.5 


184 


36.4 


294 


56.0 


45.69 


64 


645 


125 


19.5 


213 


33.1 


305 


47.3 


54.88 


55 


^91 




11.7 


208 


42.5 


225 


45.9 


41.01 


54 


414 


25 


6.1 


204 


49.4 


184 


44.5 


35.69 


51 


464 


36 


7.5 


238 


49.2 


209 


43.3 


43.67 


48 


5C8 


37 


7.3 


172 


34.0 


298 


58.6 


62.90 


47 


462 


28 


6.0 


187 


36.e 


266 


55.2 


59.05 


45 


|421 


23 


5.5 


187 


44.4 


210 


50.0 


48.06 


43 


,479 


48 


10. i 


196 


41.4 


232 


46.4 


53.05 


43 


468 


49 


9.3 


231 


47.3 


211 


43.4 


49.09 


43 


460 

1 


44 


9.7 


213 


46.3 


202 


44.0 


48.91 


41 


462 


41 


8.9 


235 


50.9 


186 


40.2 


51.51 


36 


534 


188 


35.4 


163 


30.7 


181 


33.9 


51.29 


35 


446 


43 


9.7 


243 


54.5 


159 


35.8 


49.21 


32 


478 


59 


11.6 


241 


50.5 


181 


37.9 


56.08 


32 








STATE OF IDAHO 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 115 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT*,, 170924 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* S 120.4 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*....I1057 i 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 153724 

ADDITIONAL COST* ••••$ 56.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..I 904 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 144466 

ADDITIONAL COST* 33.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 763 i BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 108678 

ADDITIONAL COST* ! 14.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 763 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1C8678 

ADDITIONAL C()ST* $ 14.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 716 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 90676 

ADDITIONAL COST* ! 9.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 664 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 76733 

ADDITIONAL COST* 




! 5.1 MILLION 



I LLINOIS 

NUMBER OF SCHCOl 0 ISTR I CT S-1220 

STATEWlOF AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURE' 

DISTRICT KINIKUV PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURE' 

riSTRICT KAXIPUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE' 

RATIO OF NAXIKLP TO MINIMUM 



PPEItl 

CLASS INTERVAL EACH i- REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

r in 20 3C AO 5C 



ICO.- 


?sc. 




?co«- 


3^‘*% 




301.- 


4Ct. 


• 


4C0.- 


5CC. 




^CO.- 


600. 




6C:.- 


700. 










7C0.- 


3C0. 


• ••«••««** ft ********** 








flOO.- 














lOCO. 




lOCO.- 


n:':. 










IIO?.- 


l2Cr* 




l2Cw.- 


nc-'. 




i3c:.- 


I4f0. 




1400.- 


15C0. 




15C0.- 


16^0. 


ftftftftftftftft* 


1600.- 


17''C. 




17C0.- 


1800. 


ftt-ft 


18C0.- 


19C0. 




1900.- 


?>rc. 


ftftft 


20CO.- 


2UC. 


ft 


21CC.- 


220^* 




2200.- 


23CC. 


ft 


23CC.- 


2400. 




24CC.- 


2500. 




25Cv.- 




c 20 30 40 5f 






PEl* PUPIL EXPEKOITURtS WITHIN 5.TM TO 95.TH 






CISTRICV HiNinJH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 
DISTRICT ►AXIRUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 
DATir IIP I^AVlMLlH TO HI N 1 WUH < 






P=R PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH 






DISTRICT PIMMU*' PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE' 
OISTPICT maximum per PUPIL EXPENDITURE' 
OATtn nP J^AVlPUM TO HI N I MUM« . . A . . . .. .. . 






67 



112 




luiriois 



10 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL 0 ISTP. I CT S-1220 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIOF AVFPAGE PER PUPUL EXPEND ITIJRE*S 803 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 957 
DISTRICT MNI^'U^' PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 390 
riSTRICT PAXIPUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE*! 2295 
RATIO OF MAXIFLM TO MINIMUM 5.9 TO I 



EACH » REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTR 
20 3C ^0 



ICT 



5C 



6C 



70 



80 



0 

n 



****«•*♦♦*♦♦♦<•*•» ^i*$****<»*#>**4-* 






44 



44 



4 



ir 20 ^0 AO 5C 

PER PUPIL EXPENOITURCS WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH 

CISTRICT minimum oeP PUPIt EXPENDITURE*! 595 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIt EXPENDITURE*! 1263 
PATIO OF MAXIMUM! TO MINIMUM « 2.2 TO I 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PEMCENTItES 
CISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE*! 634 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE*! 1135 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM • l»8 TO I 



60 70 80 

PERCENTILES 



FREQUENCY 

0. 

0. 

1. 

4. 

61. 

210 . 



295. 



265. 



151. 

86 . 

59. 

31. 

17. 

16. 

9. 

7. 

3. 

0 . 

3. 

1 . 

0 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0. 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

0.3 

5.0 

17.2 



24.2 



21.7 



12.4 

7.0 

4.8 

2.5 

1.4 

1.3 

0.7 

0.6 

0.2 

O.C 

C.2 

0.1 

0.0 

0.1 

O.C 

0.0 

0.0 




113 



1 





67 









DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPl 
NUH0ER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 107 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA’ 
DISTRICT PINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAl 
DISTRICT PAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA' 
RATIO OF PAXIHUM TO MINIHUM..... 



PPVISI 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 



50 



061.- 5035. 

5035.- 9200. *** 

9200.- 13382. ***************t.* 

13382.- 17556. *************************** ^.^^^ 
17556.- 21729. ***************»*************P** 
21729.- 25903. ******************** 

25903.- 30076. *** 

30076.- 34250. • 

34250.- 38423. • 

30423.- 425 97. 

42597.- 46770. 

46770.- 50944. 

50944.- 55117. 

55U7.- 59291. 

'59291.- 63465. 

63465.- 67636. 

^^7638.- 71812. 
aV»l2«- 75985. 

75985.- 80159. 

80159.- 84332. 

84332.- 88506. 

88506.- 92679. 

92679.- 96853. 

96853.-101026. I 

101026.-105200. • I 

20 30 



10 



40 



50 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 9 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 9 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUA 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 




114 



68 



ILLINOIS 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 107 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N*$19196 
DISTRICT PINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 5034 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-!***** 

RATIO (IF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1 TO I 



PERCENT 

EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT FREQUFNCY IN CLASS 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



0. 


0.0 


3. 


2.8 


17. 


15.9 


27. 


25.2 


34. 


31.8 


20. 


18.7 


3. 


2.8 


1. 


0.9 


1. 


0.9 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.9 



10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N>!110679 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I(JN>!25865 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 2.4 TO 1 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION«!11988 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION«t2S736 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. 2.1 TO 1 





|}8 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OlSTRICTSf 196B-9 



o 

ERIC 



REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 


TOTAL 

1 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

S 


AMOUNT 

t 


STATE 

PERCENT 


MONTIC'LLO C»U» 


1071 


22 


2.1 


59 


5*5 


BLOOHINGTON 


1060 


18 


1.8 


198 


18»7 


DEKALB C.U. 


1166 


A5 


3*9 


223 


19.1 


CENTRAL C.U» 


836 


11 


1.4 


170 


20.5 


CITY OF CHICAGO 


672 


79 


11.9 


249 


37# 1 


ROCKFORD 


927 


26 


3.1 


206 


22.2 


AURORA WEST 


948 


9 


1.0 


219 


23#1 


SYCAMORE C.U. 


872 


2A 


2.8 


233 


26#8 


WATERLOO C.U. 


724 


30 


4»2 


186 


25»8 


URBANA 


964 


53 


5»5 


288 


29#9 


OECATUR 


991 


32 


3.3 


276 


27#9 


BONO C.U. 


1015 


33 


3*3 


250 


25.5 


PARIS 


809 


32 


4.0 


286 


35#4 


PERRY C.U. 


554 


A1 


7»6 


246 


44.5 


MARION C.U. 


783 


116 


15rl 


313 


40# 0 


GILLESPIE C.U. 


638 


15 


2#4 


311 


48#8 


MERIDIAN C.U. 


750 


133 


17.8 


421 


56»2 



116 



AHOl 

1 



69 



STATE OF ILLINOIS 

REVENUES OF SGLECTEO SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 



REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 

rate potential 



3TAL 

1 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

% 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

t 


PERCENT 


NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


YIELD AT 
19 MILL RATE 

8 


1071 


22 


2.1 


59 


5.5 


989 


92.4 


9.80 


1010 


1060 


18 


1 • 8 


198 


18.7 


843 


79.6 


32.69 


257 


1166 


45 


3.9 


223 


19.1 


898 


77.0 


37.22 


241 


834 


11 


l.A 


170 


20.5 


652 


78.2 


28.22 


231 


672 


79 


11.9 


2A9 


37.1 


343 


51.1 


14. 89 


230 


927 


28 


3.1 


206 


22.2 


692 


74.7 


30.21 


229 


948 


9 


1.0 


219 


23.1 


719 


75.9 


34.11 


210 


872 


24 


2.6 


233 


26.8 


614 


70.4 


30.37 


202 


724 


30 


A.2 


186 


25.8 


507 


70.0 


26.13 


196 


964 


53 


5.5 


288 


29.9 


622 


64.5 


33.99 


183 


991 


32 


3.3 


276 


27.9 


682 


66.8 


39.29 


173 


1015 


33 


3.3 


258 


25.5 


723 


71.3 


44.53 


162 ' 


809 


32 


A.O 


286 


35.A 


489 


60« 5 


32.88 


148 


554 


41 


r.6 


246 


44.5 


265 


47.9 


19.74 


134 


783 


118 


15.1 


313 


40.0 


351 


44.8 


27.95 


125 


1 638 


15 


2.A 


311 


46.8 


310 


48«7 


27.71 


112 


750 


133 


17.8 


421 


56.2 


195 


26.0 


38.75 


50 



o 116 

ERIC 
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STATR OF ILLINOIS 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS-1220 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 20765l»6 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* $1934.0 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE-....$12B3 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1RBB12S 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 680.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $1129 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1764866 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 401.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $1068 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1244009 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 294.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $1068 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1244009 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 294.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 983 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1137218 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 194.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 892 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 929207 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



$ 96.8 MILLION 



INDIANA 



NlTfS£R OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 313 SCI 

STATEMIOC AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 62% 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 565 
DISTRICT niNIRUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 3T3 
DISTRICT HAXIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 96l 
RATIO W NAXlNUN TO NININUN....^ * 2.6 1 



PPEUI 



CLASS 


iNtERVAL 


100.- 


200. 


200.- 


300. 


300.- 


%00. 


600.- 


500. 


500.- 


600. 


600 .— 


700. 


TCO.- 


800. 


800.- 


900. 


900.- 


1000. 


1000.- 


1100. 


1100.- 


1200. 


1200.- 


1300. 


1300.- 


UOO. 


1600.- 


1500. 


1500.- 


1600. 


1600.- 


1700. 


1700.- 


18C0. 


1800.- 


1900. 


1900.- 


2000. 


2070.- 


2100. 


2100.- 


2200. 


2200.- 


2300. 


2300.- 


2%00. 


2600.- 


2500. 


2500.- 


2600. 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ID 20 30 %0 50 



♦♦ 



10 20 30 



%0 50 



60 



i 



i 

i 



60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES VITHIM 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT NINlRUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*?- %36 
DISTRICT HAXlRUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** Tl6 
RATIO OF NAXIHUP. TO ■ 1.6 1 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES NITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PINIPUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** %59 
DISTRICT PAXtPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 669 
RATIO OF PAXiPUP TO HINIPUP ■ 1.5 1 



119 



71 



INDIANA 



NlTfSEK OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 313 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEMIOC AVERACE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 62A 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** S65 
DISTRICT RINIRUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 373 
DISTRICT HAXtPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 961 
RATIO OF MAXlHUH TO NlNlMUR * 2,6 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 AO 50 60 



70 80 



***************************************** **************** 
******************************************************************** 



*** 



20 



30 40 50 



60 70 80 



FREQUENCY 

O. 

o. 

5 . 

69 . 

166 . 

76 . 

15 . 

0. 

2 . 

O. 

O. 

o. 

0 . 

o. 

o. 

0 . 

o. 

o. 

o. 

o. 

o. 

0 . 

o. 

o. 

o. 



>UPIL EXPENDITURES MITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT NINIPIUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 436 
DISTRICT RAXIRUR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 716 
RATIO OF RAXINUN TO • 1.6 TO 1 



UPIL EXPENDITURES MITHIN lOtTH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PlNIPUR PER' PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 459 
DISTRICT PAXIPUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 669 
RATIO OF NAXINUN TO HINIHUM * 1.5 TO 1 





PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
0.0 
l» 6 
22.0 
46.6 

24.3 
4.8 
0.0 
0 . 6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 ' 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



71 



iNOtANA 



PPVlil 

CLASS INTERVAL 

t 

898.- 3116. 

3116.- 6335. 

5335.- T55A. 

7556.- 9773. 

9773.- 11991. 
11991.- 162 ir. 
1621C.- 16629. 
16629.- 18668. 
18668.- 2C666. 
2C866.- 23C85. 
23085.- 253»'6. 
253G6.- 27522. 
27522.- 29761. 
29761.- 3196C. 
31960.- 36179. 
36179.- 36397. 
36397.- 38616. 
f38616.- 6C835. 
60835.- 63056. 
63C56.- 65272. 
65272.- 67691. 
67691.- 69710. 
69710.- 51929. 
51929.- 56167. 
56167.— 56366. 



OtSPARtTtES IN PR3PERT7 VALOATIOS PFR PUPI 
NUNttEK Cf SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 191 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER POPIL E0UALI7E0 ASSES 
DISTRICT RIMIHU6 PER PUPIL ECUALllEO ASSES 

district raxiror per pupil eoualizeo asses 

RATIO OF RAXIRUR TO 



EACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ir 2i 30 90 



5 *' 



••**•***•*•* 
*•••**•*1 

***•*« 
«*•*****«••*** 
•* 

*•* 



k**«* 



• * 



* 



0 



10 



29 30 



69 59 



er PUPIL EqualIEeo assessed VALUATION Ml Thin 

DISTRICT AINIRUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
DISTRICT HAXIHUR PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
RATIO OF RAXIRUR TO 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION MIThIN 
DISTRICT HINIRUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
district RAXIRUR PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
ratio of RAXIRUR TO Rl Nl RJR. •»..•••••••• • 



72 

121 



tM>tANA 



OtSPARtTtES IH »>R3PERTY VALUAftaN PER PUPIL 

NUNttER Cf SCHOOL DISTRICTS" IPl SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EOUALUEO ASSESSED VALUATION*^ 9338 
DISTRICT PiMIHUR PER PUPIL EOJALIEED ASSESSED VALUATION"^ 3116 
DISTRICT KAKiHOH PER PUPIL EOUALUEO ASSESSED VALUAT I0N*»561%7 
RRTIO OF HAUHUR TO A 10 1 



AVAL 



EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL OISTkICT 
IP 20 . 30 AO 



5'' 



60 



70 



8C 



116. 
335. 
559. 
773. 
991. 
2 If. 
929. 
698. 
666 . 
K85. 
3P9. 
^ 522 . 
791. 
96C. 
179. 
>397. 
)6l6. 
1835. 
H>59. 
>272. 
7991. 
»710. 
L929. 
>>197. 
!>366. 



«••••••••***•* 

• • 

••• 



•• 



1C 



20 



30 



90 



50 



60 



70 



83 



5.TH TO 95. TH PERCFnTILES 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION MIThIN 

DISTRICT RINIRUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N*S 5133 
DISTRICT MAXIHUR PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N*S13986 
RATIO OF RAXIHUR TO * 2.7 TO 1 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION HIThIN IC.TH TO 90,Th PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT NINIHUR PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION** 5781 
district RAXIHUN per pupil EAIALIZED assessed VALUATI0N*»12232 
RATIO OF MAXiNUn TO 2.1 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 



12 . 

98. 

67. 

92. 

19. 

2. 

3. 

n. 

9. 

9. 

P. 

9. 

9. 

c* 

2. 

3. 

0 . 

9. 

3. 

9. 

9. 

9. 

0. 

1. 




72 

121 



122 
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STATE Of INDIANA 



REVENUES or SELECTED SCHOOL OlSTRlCTSt 19AS*9 
REvmuES RER RUPIL 

TOTAL FEDERAL STATE 







AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


schcol district 


t 


% 




S 




EAST Chicago 


2C76 


73 


3.5 


13A 


5 


MVRTH ADAMS 


858 


18 


2.1 


229 


26.7 


'5S0 PIKE 


1120 


7 


0.7 


2A6 


22.0 


UREENS8URY CCMN. 


705 


17 


2.5 


2A1 


3 A* 3 


DELPHI CDMM* 


931 


12 


1.3 


268 


28.8 


ROCHESTER COMM. 


765 


23 


3.0 


281 


36.7 


GARY CDMM. 


861 


78 


9.1 


2A7 


28.7 


NSD BLUFFTON*HARRI 


861 


11 


l.A 


285 


33.2 


nSD NABASH COUNTY 


715 


26 


3.7 


272 


38.1 


INDIANAPDLIS 


768 


37 


A.9 


267 


32.2 


EASTBRODK COMM. 


585 


AA 


?• 6 


280 


A7.8 


CROHN PDtNT CCMM. 


653 


9 


l.A 


226 


3« ,7 


NABASH CITY 


SAt 


15 


2.8 


26A 


A8.9 


CENTRAL 


557 


35 


6. A 


285 


51.3 


EAST GIBSDN 


67A 


20 


3.0 


311 


A6.2 


PAOLI CDMM. 


676 


AA 


6* S 


318 


A7.1 


HDBART TMR. 


560 


33 


6* 0 


338 


60. A 



123 



STffE OF INDIANA 
rENUES OE SELECTED SCHOOL OISTAICTSt 196S-9 
NEVENUES FER FUFIL 



FEDERAL 



STATE 



LOCAL 



FROFERTV TAX 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 



ROTE NT! AL 
YIELD AT 
10 NIU RATE 



UNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


REVENUE 




% 




i 




8 




IN HILLS 


i 


73 


3.S 


139 


6.5 


1869 


90.0 


36.15 


517 


18 


2.1 


229 


26.7 


611 


71.2 


99.21 


129 


? 


0.7 


296 


22.0 


865 


77.3 


77.76 


111 


17 


2.S 


291 


39.3 


995 


63. 2 


93.85 


101 


12 


1.3 


268 


28.8 


651 


69.9 


69.83 


100 


23 


3.0 


281 


36.7 


960 


60.2 


99.78 


92 


78 


9.1 


297 


28.7 


535 


62.2 


60.96 


87 


11 


l.A 


285 


33.2 


569 


65.5 


65.10 


86 


26 


3.7 


272 


38.1 


916 


58.2 


50.11 


83 


37 


A.9 


297 


32.2 


983 


63.0 


63.63 


76 


66 


7o 6 


280 


97.8 


260 


99.5 


33.86 


76 


9 


1«6 


226 


39.7 


916 


63.8 


57.56 


72 


15 


2«8 


269 


98.9 


262 


98.9 


37.52 


69 


35 


6«6 


285 


51.3 


236 


92.9 


39.50 


68 


20 


3«0 


311 


96. 2 


392 


50.8 


57.95 


59 


66 


6o5 


318 


97.1 


313 


96.3 


58. 79 


S3 


33 


6o 0 


338 


60.9 


188 


33.6 


62.57 


30 



3 



O 

ERIC 



73 



121 
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STATE OF INDIANA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 
TOTAL ENROLL MENT» •••••••••• • 


313 


1110553 


TnTAi PYDCiun triiap« 




COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 


PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*»«»»ft 
NUMBER OF PUPILS^* •••••••• a • 


779 


1 95TH PERCENTILEI 
997A28 


ADDITIONAL COST^a ••••••••»• i 




PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE**.*.^ 
NUMBER OF PUPlL^s. ••••••••• ■ 


729 


f 90TH PERCENTILEI 
915377 


ADD IT IflNAL mmmmmrnmmmm 




PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^....S 
NUMBER OF PUPILS^* •• a «•«•• •• 


689 


f BOTH PERCENTILEI 
7A1056 


ADDITIONAL COSTs. • 




PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*****! 
NUMBER DE PUP iL^s. « 


681 


1 TOTH PERCENTILEI 
71^532 


ADD I T lONAL COST^aa aaaaaa# aaa 




PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.*..! 
NUMBER DE PUP ILS*. • 


6A6 


f 60TH PERCENTILEI 
610070 


ADD t T ION AL C QST* a aaaaaaaaaai 




PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 
NUMBER OF PUPtLS« ••••••••.• • 


619 


f 50TH PERCENTILEI 
4S036A 


ADDITIONAL COST* 













tnwA 

of school DlSfttlCTS* *52 

STA^FMIOE AVERAGE PE* PtIPiL FxPENOlTUPi=*» 5PO 

OtSTPlCT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ExPENniTU«t«t 521 
niSTRICT MtHtmiH PER P'|PlL EXPENDITURE** 591 
DISTRICT NAXINU" PER ®UPIL EXPENDITURE** ll65 
RATIO OF MAXtNUP TO NlNlNUH 



PPEUI 

CLASS INTERVAL 

D 



EACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
ID ?3 5D *3 50 



ico.- 


2DD 


200.- 


3ro 


300.- 


A'*0 


*0D.- 


500 


500.- 


6*'0 


600.- 


TOO 


TDO.- 


8C0 


800.- 


9CC 


900.- 


1000 


1000.- 


liro 


UOO.- 


1200 


1200.- 


noe. 


1300.- 


lAOO 


lACO.- 


1500. 


1500.- 


1600 


1600.- 


ITOP 


ITOO.- 


1800, 


1800.- 


1900, 


1900.- 


2000, 


2000.- 


2100, 


2100.- 


2200 


2200.- 


23CO, 


2300.- 


2*00. 


2*00.- 


2500, 


25CO.- 


2600. 












0 



ID 20 30 



*0 50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES VlTMlN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCEf 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPiL EXPENDITURE** 652 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1025 
RATIO OE MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM*.*.. 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCE^ 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 696 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 959 
RATIO OE MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



75 



126 



tOVA 

OF SOMOOL 0!Sr«ICTS« 452 SCHOOL VEAP 1969/70 

STA^EMIOE AVEPACE PEP PUPIL FXPENOITURF** 990 

niSTPICf AVERAGE PEP PUPIL EXPENOITURE*» 921 
OISTPICT HiNimiH PEP P'J«»IL EXPENDITUPE** 591 
niSTRICT MAXI9UP PER P’lPiL EXPENDITURE** 1166 



RATIO OF PAXIMUP TO MINIMUM 2.9 TO I 

EACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL OISTPICT 

lO ?3 30 40 50 50 70 flO 







10 20 30 40 50 60 70 RO 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES MITHIM 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 652 
district MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1026 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1.6 TO I 

t PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES MiTHiM 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 696 
district maximum per PUPIL EXPENDITURE* I 999 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 1.4. TO 1 





FREQUENCT 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



p. 


O.P 


n. 


O.P 


0. 


D.- 


0. 


O.n 


1. 


r,2 


59. 


13.1 


157. 


34.7 


123. 


27.2 


71. 


15.7 


35. 


7.7 


6. 


1.3 




0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


3. 


0.0 


0. 


c.o 


r. 


0.0 


n. 


0.0 


D. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 
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IOWA 



o 

ERIC 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 89 



SC HOC 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MNINUM 

NAXI^‘UM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM.. 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



VALUATIOA 

VALUATION 

VALUATION 



5.2 TO 



PPV( $» 



CLASS INTERVAL 


EACH ♦ 




C 


1 10 


14401#- 


17596. 




17596.- 


20791. 




20791*- 


23986. 


«4c 


23986.- 


27181. 




27181.- 


30376. 




30376.- 


33571. 




33571.- 


36766. 


4 ^ 


3 67 66. — 


39961. 




39961.- 


43156. 




^3156.- 


46351. 




46351.- 


49546. 




,49546.- 


52741. 




52741.- 


55936. 




55936.- 


59131. 




591,31.- 


62326. 




62326.- 


65521. 




£^,5521.- 


68716. 


♦ 


68716.- 


71910. 




71910.- 


75105. 




751 05.- 


7B300. 




78300.- 


81495. 




81495.- 


84690;^ 




84690*- 


B7B85. 




87885.- 


91C80. 




91080.- 


94275. 


♦ 



REPRESENTS 1 
20 3C 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIDN WITHIN 5.THT095.TN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIOi' 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION 
PATIO DF MAXIMUM TD MINIMUM = 2.2 TO 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIDN WITHIN 10, TH TO 90.TN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION 
TO MINIMUM.,,....,.. 1.9 TO 



DISTR ICT 
RATIO OF 



MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



128 



76 



DISPARITIES IW PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRlCTS= 89 



SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=»36521 

DISTRICT PINIPUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VAL UAT ION=$ 17596 

DISTRICT PAXIPUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU AT I0N = $91080 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. = 5.2 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 3C AO 50 



60 70 



80 



it 

4n(:4t4t4t4t 



^f1^I(lS»4t4t4t4t4t♦ 

!«♦ 

)t«i®t 



10 20 30 AO 50. 60 ‘ 70 

ER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=i23017 

DISTRICT PAXIPUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N = $50866 

PATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI N I MUM. .........••••••••• = 2.2 TO 1 

ER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU AT ION = $25 7 39 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$A8284 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..... 1.9 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

3 . 

2 . 

9. 

lA. 

6 . 

13. 

10 . 

11 . 

5 . 

3. 

A. 

0 . 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

Oa 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



er!c 128 ; 




PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



0.0 
3. A 
2. 2 
10 . 1 
15.7 
6 • 7 
20.2 
11.2 
12. A 
5.6 
3. A 
A. 5 
0.0 
2.2 
0.0 
0. 0 
1. 1 
0 . 0 
0,0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1. 1 



76 



/ 




1 







STATE OF 


IOWA 








REVENUES OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL 


DISTRICTSf 


1968-9 






REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 






TOTAL 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL D1S1R1C1 


$ 


$ 




$ 




PLEASANT VALLEY 


629 


13 


2.2 


124 


19.8 


PELLA 


622 


27 


4.5 


203 


32.7 


JEFFERSON 


655 


31 


4.8 


203 


31.0 


LEHARS 


555 


24 


4.5 


173 


31.2 


FAIRFIELD 


594 


26 


4.4 


218 


36.8 


S.E. POLK 


8C7 


35 


4.3 


278 


34.5 


SHELL ROCK 


578 


22 


3.9 


213 


36.9 


OSKALOOSA 


655 


46 


7.0 


204 


31.3 


FORT DODGE 


612 


31 


5.1 


229 


37.5 


WATERLOO 


628 


26 


4.2 


237 


37.7 


MUSCATINE 


515 


24 


4.8 


180 


34.9 


AMES 


722 


10 


1.4 


267 


37.1 


OES MOINES 


704 




6.1 


277 


39.3 


CENTERVILLE 


644 


51 


8.0 


247 


38.4 


ANAMOSA 


559 


23 


4.3 


241 


43.1 


CEDAR RAPIDS 


698 


18 


2.7 


260 


37.3 


COUNCIL BLUFFS 


508 


24 


4.8 


210 


41.5 








77 



STATE OF IOWA 

REVfcNUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS! 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 



)TAL FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ $ 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


629 


13 


2.2 


124 


19.8 


490 


78.0 


7.45 


659 


622 


27 


4.5 


203 


32.7 


390 


62.8 


7.42 


526 


655 


31 


4.8 


203 


31.0 


420 


64.2 


8.46 


497 


555 


24 


4.5 


173 


31.2 


356 


64.3 


8.43 


423 


594 


26 


4.4 


218 


36.8 


349 


58.8 


3.59 


407 


0C7 


35 


4.3 


278 


34.5 


494 


61.2 


12.93 


382 


578 


22 


3.9 


213 


36.9 


342 


59.2 


9.16 


373 


655 


46 


7.0 


204 


31.3 


404 


61.7 


11.61 


348 


612 


31 


5.1 


229 


37.5 


351 


57.4 


10.36 


338 ' 


628 


26 


4.2 


237 


37.7 


365 


58.1 


12.11 


301 


515 


24 


4.8 


180 


34.9 


310 


60.3 


10.60 


293 


722 


10 


1.4 


267 


37.1 


444 


61.5 


15.37 


289 


704 


42 


6.1 


277 


39.3 


384 


54.6 


13.45 


286 


644 


51 


8.0 


247 


38.4 


345 


53.6 


12.41 


278 


559 


23 


4.3 


241 


43.1 


294 


52.7 


11.58 


254 


698 


18 


2.7 


260 


37.3 


419 


60.0 


63.16 


66 


508 


24 


4.8 


210 


41.5 


273 


53.8 


15.53 


175 


1>‘*0 

ERIC 
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131 





STATE OF IOWA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= A52 

TOTAL ENROLL HENTs 65282C 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^ 504.3 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=... .S 958 ( 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= 587198 

ADDITIONAL COST* S 112.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....S 912 ( 90T H PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUP ILS=. • • • • 552771 

ADDITIONAL 85.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=... • $ 829 ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 489482 

ADDITIONAL COST= S 42.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....S 806 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 403428 

ADDITIONAL COST* i 3C.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. .. • $ 789 ( 6CTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 358943 

ADDITIONAL S 24.8 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ... $ 752 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 282879 

ADDITIONAL COST* S 12.6 MILLION 
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KANSAS 

NUNBBR 0? SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 311 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXP ENDITURE=$ 721 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 759 
DISTRICT HINinUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 489 
DISTRICT MkXinOW PER PUPIL EXPBNDITHRE=$ 1572 
RATIO OP HAXinOII TO MINIMUM 



PPE ($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



100.- 


200. 


200.- 


300. 


300.- 


400. 


400.- 


500. 


500.- 


600. 


600.- 


700. 


700.- 


800. 


800.- 


900. 


900.- 


1000. 


1000.- 


1100. 


1100.- 


1200. 


1200.- 


1300. 


1300.- 


1400. 


1400.- 


1500. 


1500.- 


1600. 


1600.- 


1700. 


1700.- 


1800 . 


1800.- 


1900. 


1900.- 


2000. 


2000.- 


2100. 


2100.- 


2200. 


2200.- 


230 0. 


2300.- 


2400. 


2400..- 


2500. 


2500.- 


2600. 



♦ 

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 
****<^* ********************* ******** 
t*0* *********** 

*** 

rti^t**** 

***** 

* 

** 

** 



0 10 20 30 



40 50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES HITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPBHDITURE=$ 539 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPBNDITUBB= $ 1111 
RATIO OP MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES HITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDIT0HE=$ 575 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL BXPENDITURE=$ 993 
RATIO OP MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 



79 



133 



453-338 0 - 72 -6 



KANSAS 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 311 SCHOOL lEAP 1969/70 

STATEBIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXP ENDI THBE=$ 721 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 759 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITUHE=$ 489 
rdSTBICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 1572 
RATIO OP MAXIMUM 70 MINIMUM = 3.2 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 60 



70 



8d 



,«4t4t4t4t4t4c4t«t4n|c4t4c4t 

Ic 4( «t ^ «t «t «t «t 4c 4< ♦ «t «t )|c « 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

i 4( 4c 4c 4t 4t 4t ♦ 4( 4( ♦ 4( 4t 4( 4t 4t 4t 4t 4t 

» 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

4c 



10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES BITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT niNinun per pupil BXPBNDIT0RE=$ 539 
DISTRICT HAXinun PER PUPIL EXPENDITURB=$ 1111 



RATIO OP HAXinun TO niMinun = 2.1 to 1 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT niNinUH PER PUPIL EXPBNDITURE=$ 575 
DISTRICT nAXinun PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^! 993 
RATIO OP nAXinuM TO niNinun 1.7 to i 



PRSQUENCY 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

2 . 

47. 

97. 

61. 

49. 

25. 

13. 

7. 

5. 

1 . 

2 . 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
0 . 0 
0 . 0 
0.6 

15. 1 
31.2 



19.6 

15.8 

8.0 

4.2 

2.3 
1.6 
0.3 
0.6 
0»6 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0 . 0 
0.0 
0.0 
0 . 0 
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KANSAS 

□ISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 58 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSED VALUATION=» 10364 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATI0N=$ 195 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PEP. PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATION=$ 35661 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 



,L each * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 

I. * 



, **♦ 

I. ** 

I, *«««*««««««*« 

i. 

♦ 

). ♦♦ 

U ♦♦ 

)• ♦ 

r. 

u 

!• 

u 

3« 

)• 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSEO VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATION'S 4277 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION'S 20345 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 4.8 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATION*S 6321 

OISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSED VALUATION'S 16516 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... 2.6 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

1. 

0 . 

0 . 

3. 

2 . 

13. 

13. 

9. 

5. 

3. 

2 . 

1 . 

2 . 

0 . 

2 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

I. 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

1.7 

0.0 

0.0 

5.2 

3.4 

22.4 

22.4 

15.5 
8.6 
5.2 
3.4 
1.7 
3.4 
0.0 
3.4 
1.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
1.7 
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STATE OF KANSAS 



o 

ERIC 






• 


REVENUES OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL 


OISTRICTSf 


1968-9 






REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 






TOTAL 


FEDERAL 






STATE 






AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERC ENT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


S 


$ 




$ 




ULYSSES 


887 


0 


0«0 


169 


19.1 


ANDALE 


621 


2 


0/4 


228 


36.7 


LARNED 


834 


1 


0.1 


227 


27.2 


CHAPMAN 


821 


34 


4.2 


287 


35.0 


GREAT BEND 


622 


12 


1.9 


191 


30«8 


LAWRENCE 


624 


7 


1.2 


187 


30.0 


WINFIELD 


578 


20 


3.5 


220 


38.1 


fort SCOTT 


560 


0 


0.0 


237 


42.4 


MANHATTAN 


558 


22 


4.1 


201 


36. 1 


ARKANSAS CITY 


550 


25 


4.7 


195 


35.6 


X'--' 

OLATHE 


663 


21 


3.2 


183 


27.7 


KANSAS CITY 


595 


62 


10.5 


186 


31.2 


UICHITA 


636 


20 


3.3 


216 


34.0 


I OLA 


442 


0 


0.0 


154 


35.0 


DE SOTO 


536 


^5 


8.4 


183 


34.2 


S ALINA 


519 


38 


7.4 


161 


31.0 


LEAVENWORTH 


570 


78 


13.8 


237 


41.6 
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STATE OP KANSAS 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 



TOTAL 



FEOERAL 



STATE 



LOCAL 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 



ERIC ^ 



81 



138 



POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 HILL RATE 



% 


AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

S 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

1 


PERCENT 


REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


$ 


887 


0 


0.0 


169 


19.1 


718 


80.9 


20« 15 


356 


621 


2 


0.4 


228 


36. 7 


390 


62.9 


21.82 


179 


834 


1 


0.1 


227 


27.2 


606 


72.6 


36.70 


165 


821 


34 


4.2 


287 


33.0 


498 


60.8 


33*83 


147 


622 


12 


1.9 


191 


30. 8 


418 


67.2 


37*09 


112 


624 


7 


1.2 


187 


30.0 


429 


68.8 


40. 39 


106 


578 


20 


3.5 


220 


38. 1 


337 


58.4 


33*64 


100 


560 


0 


0.0 


237 


42.4 


322 


57.6 


34*36 


93 


558 


22 


4.1 


201 


36. 1 


334 


59.9 


36*31 


92 


550 


25 


4.7 


195 


35.6 


328 


59.7 


39*37 


83 


663 


21 


3.2 


183 


27.7 


458 


69.1 


60*95 


75 


595 


62 


10.5 


166 


' 31.2 


346 


58.2 


47*74 


72 


636 


20 


3.3 


216 


34.0 


398 


62.7 


56. 20 


70 


642 


0 


0.0 


154 


35.0 


267 


65.0 


41*35 


69 


536 


45 


8.4 


183 


34.2 


307 


57.3 


47*06 


65 


519 


38 


7.4 


161 


31.0 


319 


61.6 


49. 24 


64 


570 


78 


13.8 


237 


41.6 


2 54 


44.6 


47.09 


54 






STATE OF KANSAS 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS*: 311 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT^ A98746 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE:* % 327.2 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 871 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. AA7270 

ADDITIONAL COST= $ 101.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 798 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. A23156 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 69.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 691 ( 80TH PERCENT ILE ) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 37373A 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 26.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 66A ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*..* 29A325 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 16.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 6A6 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS** 211386 

ADDITIONAL COST* *....! 11.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 6A6 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 211386 

ADDITIONAL COST* 11.8 MILLION 





KENTUCKY 



NUBBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 193 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEBDITORE=$ 612 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPBNDITORE=$ 455 
DISTRICT BINIMOH PER PUPIL EXPENDITO RE=$ 344 
DISTRICT HAXIMUH P;2R PUPIL BXPENDITU R B=$ 885 

RATIO OF HAXIMUH TO 



PPE($) 

class interval 

0 



EACH ♦ REPRESBKT3 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



60 



100.- 


200. 


200.- 


300. 


300.- 


400. 


400.- 


500. 


500.- 


600. 


600.- 


700. 


700.- 


800. 


800.- 


900. 


900.- 


1000. 


1000.- 


1100. 


1 100.- 


1200. 


1200.- 


1 300. 


1300.- 


1400. 


1400.- 


1500. 


1500.- 


1600. 


1600.- 


1700. 


1700.- 


1800. 


1800.- 


1900. 


1900.- 


2000. 


2000.- 


2100. 


2100.- 


2200. 


2200.- 


2300. 


2300.- 


2400. 


2400.- 


2500. 


2500.- 


2600. 
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10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PEBCENTILl 
DISTRICT HININUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 391 , 

DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL BXPBNDITORE-S 536 
RATIO OF HIXIBUH TO HINIHUH ■ 3| 



P!iR 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCBNTl'L! 
DISTRICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL EXPBNDITORE«S 405 
DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-! 520 
RATIO OF HAXIHUH TO ■ 1 
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KENTUCKY 



MUHBEH OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 193 SCHOOL TEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPBNDITURB=I 612 

district average per pupil EXPENDITURE'S 455 
DISTRICT niNIHOM PER PUPIL BXPENDITORB«l 344 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL BXPEMDITURK=$ 885 ^ ^ , 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO = 2.6 TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 



60 70 80 



0^t****************************************************************** 

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



70 



5.TH TO 954 TH PBRCBIITILES 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES VITHIM 
DISTRICT MINIHOH PER PUPIL EXPEMOITURE-I 391 
DISTRICT MAXIMUS PER PUPIL EXPBMDITORE-S 530 
RATIO OP MAXIMUN TO HIBIHUH • 1.4 TO 1 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES HITHIN 10.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 405 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 520 
RATIO OP MAXIMUM TO HIMIRUH ** 1*3 



80 





PREQUBNCT 

0 . 

0 . 

14. 

152. 

23. 

2 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 

IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

7.3 

78.8 

11.9 
1.0 
0.5 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 ' 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 ‘ 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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KENTUCKY 



o 

ERIC 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 123 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
OISTR ICT 
RATIO OP 



AVFRAGF 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSPSSE 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSF 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSE 
TO MINIMUM........ 



PPVISI 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH * 



10 



REPRESENTS I SCHOOL 
20 30 



D ISTRICT 
AO 



50 



A360.- 

651A,- 

8668 .- 

10822.- 

12977.- 

15131.- 

17295.- 

l9A39v- 

21593.- 

237A3.- 

25902.- 

28056.- 

30210 .- 

32364.- 

34519.- 

36673.- 

38827.- 

"40981.- 

t43l35.- 

45289.- 

47444.- 

49598.- 

51752.- 

53906.- 

56060.- 



6514. 

8668 . 

10822. 

12977. 

15131. 

17285. 

19439. 

21593. 

23748. 

259C2. 

28056. 

3021.3. 

32364. 

34519. 

36673. 

38827. 

40981. 

43135. 

45289. 

47444. 

49598. 

51752. 

53906. 

56060. 

58215. 
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10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSFSSE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM. 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PEP PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER 'UPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSE 
RATIO OE MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM , . 



84 



/ 

/ 



142 










KENTUCKY 

DISPARlfteS IN property VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUH3ER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 123 SCHOOL YFAR IV69/69 

DISTRICT AVi'RAGF PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V ALUAT ION* I2A253 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 65H 

DISTRICT MAKIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATinN=$5(SC6t) 

RATIO OF maximum TO MINIMUM a fl.iS TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

IC‘ 20 30 AO 50 60 70 80 






;4c4t4c4> 

4t lat ^ 
4c 



10 ZO 30 40 50 60 70 80 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 05. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 8796 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-138344 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 4.4 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90, TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PEP. PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT10N=$10976 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N-S34256 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 3.1 TO 1 






FREQUENCY 



6. 

6 . 

5. 

8 . 

4. 

8. 

ir, 

11 . 

9. 

IR. 

1«. 

8 . 

3. 

?. 

4. 
2. 
1 . 
0. 
I . 
1 . 
0, 
1 . 
0 . 
1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.9 

4.7 

4.7 
3.9 
6.3 
3.1 
6.3 

7.8 

8.6 

7.0 
14.1 
14.8 

6.3 

2.3 

1.6 

3.1 
1.6 
0.8 
O.n 
r.a 
0.8 
r.,a 
0.8 
0.0 
0.8 
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STATE OF KENTUCKY 





REVENUES OF SELECTEO SCHOOL 


DISTRICTS. 


1960-9 






REVENUES PER PUPIL 






TOTAL 


FEOERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL OISTRICT 


% 


t 




$ 




BAROSTQWN 


681 


40 


5.9 


215 


31.5 


FRANKLIN 


579 


25 


4.3 


263 


45.4 


LOUISVILLE 


687 


55 


8.0 


235 


34.2 


JEFFERSON 


638 


35 


5.5 


266 


38.4 


BATH 


556 


101 


18.2 


281 


50.7 


SIMPSON 


569 


64 


11.3 


331 


58.3 


MARSHALL 


666 


58 


12.5 


277 


59.6 


AOAIR 


625 


158 


25.3 


336 


GO 


HOPKINS 


561 


59 


10.6 


306 


54.7 


LINCOLN 


556 


112 


20.2 


316 


56.5 


HART 


589 


108 


18.5 


366 


62.1 


BOYO 


670 


53 


11.4 


283 


60.3 


MEAOE 


507 


76 


15.0 


303 


59.8 


GREENUP 


686 


115 


23.7 


269 


55.5 


MORGAN 


539 


142 


26.4 


363 


63.8 


LETCHER 


579 


165 


28.6 


356 


61.5 


BREATHITT 


666 


226 


33.9 


608 


61.3 
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STATE 


OF KENTUCKY 






REVENUES OF SELECTEO SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 


1968-9 




REVENUES PER PUPIL 






L 


FEDERAL 




STATE 




AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 




% 




$ 




1 


40 


5.9 


215 


31.5 


9 


25 


4.3 


263 


45.4 


7 


55 


B.O 


235 


34.2 


8 


35 


5.5 


244 


38.4 


4 


101 


18.2 


281 


50.7 


9 


64 


11.3 


331 


58.3 


6 


58 


12.5 


277 


59.6 


:5 


15B 


25.3 


336 


53.8 


»l 


59 


10.6 


306 


54.7 


^6 


112 


20.2 


314 


56.5 




lOB 


lfl.5 


366 


6 2.7. 


ro 


53 


11.4 


283 


60. 3 


)7 


76 


15.0 


' 303 


59.8 


36 


115 


23.7 


269 


55.5 


39 


142 


26.4 


343 


63. 8 


79 


165 


28.6 


356 


61.5 


S6 


226 


33.9 


408 


61. 3 




PROPERTY TAX 



LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 

< 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 HILL RATE 

% 


426 


62.6 


7«61 


560 


291 


50.3 


7.63 


3B1 


396 


57.7 


10.60 


374 


358 


56.1 


11.01 


325 


172 


31.1 


5.54 


311 


172 


30.4 


5.82 


297 


130 


27.9 


4.49 


2 89 


131 


20.9 


4.68 


280 


195 


34. B 


7.20 


271 


129 


23.3 


5.L1 


249 


114 


19.4 


4.96 


231 


133 


28.3 


6.27 


212 > 


127 


25.2 


6.66 


192 


101 


20.8 


6.27 


161 


52 


9.B 


3.98 


132 


57 


9.9 


5.57 


103 


32 


4.9 


4.98 


65 
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STATE OF KENTUCKY 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 193 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT = 647979 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- % 3K.3 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE-.... $ 660 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 570089 

ADDITIONAL COST= 109.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=....$ 576 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= 477079 / 

ADDITIONAL S 57.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=.... i 576 < BOTH PERCENTILE) 

' NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 477079 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 57.1 MILLION 

( PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURE=.... $ 521 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 4210B7 

\ ADDITIONAL •..» 31 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 477 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 355104 

ADDITIONAL COST*. % 14.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 462 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 



NUMBER OF PUPILS* 2868 39 

ADDITIONAL COST* ! 
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9.8 MILLION 



o 

ERIC 






V LOUISIANA 

NUMBER OE SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 66 



STATEWIDE 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 


PER 


PUPIL 


eXPRNOITURF:tS 


620 


AVERAGE 


PER 


PUPIL 


EXPEMniTURF=$ 


672 


MIMIMIJM 


PFR 


PUPIL 


FXPFMOITURF=S 


4QP 


MAXIMUM 


PER 


PUPIL 


EXPENOITURE^t; 


922 


MAXIMUM 


TO MINIMUM 







PPE 

CLASS 



( T/l 
INTER 



VAL 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 2P 30 AC 



50 



100 . 

200 . 

300. 

AOO. 

500. 

6C0. 

700. 

800. 

000 . 

1000 . 

HOC. 

1200 . 

1300. 

lAOO. 

1500. 

1600, 

1700. 

1800. 

lOOO. 

2000. 

2100 . 

2200 . 

2300. 

2A00. 

2500. 



200 . 

300. 

AOO. 

500. 

600. 

700. 

800. 

900. 

1000. 

1100 . 

1200 . 

1300, 

lAOO. 

1500, 

1600, 

1700, 

1800. 

1900, 

2000 , 

2100 . 

2200 , 

2300. 

2A00. 

2500, 

2600. 



♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦**^*1<*^**V*t ■I' ♦*♦♦<'****♦ 



10 


20 


30 




PFR 


PUPIL 


EXPENDITURES 


WI 


THIN 




OISTR 


ICT 


MINIMUM 


PFR 


PUP 




DISTR 


ICT 


MAXIMUM 


PFR 


PUP 




RATIO 


OF 


MAXIMUM 


TO 


MINI 


PER 


PUPIL 


EXPENDITURES 


WI 


THIN 




OISTR 


ICT 


MINIMUM 


PER 


PUP 




DISTR 


ICT 


MAX IMUM 


PFR 


PUP 




RATIO 


OF 


MAXIMUM 


TO 


MINI 



AO 



60 



5.TH TP 95, TH PERCENT| 
. EXPENDITURE=$ 537 
. EXPENDITURE=t 891 



10, TH TO 90, TH PERCENT 
:L EXPENDITURE^* 570 

:l expenditure=$ 757 
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NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICT3= 66 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



STATEWIDE AVERAGE PFR PUPIL EXPEND ITURF=» 620 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDl TUr.F = i 672 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PFR PUPIL EXPENDITURES t 499 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=$ 922 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM,,,,,,' 1,8 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 2P 3P Ar 50 60 70 RO 



K 



0 20 30 ^0 50 60 70 80 



FREQUENCY 


PERCl'! 
IN OL 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


o.n 


1. 


1.5 


If'. 


15.2 


34. 


51.5 


15. 


22.7 


4, 


6.1 


2. 


3.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


D. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


G.O 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


n.n ‘ 


('. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


r. 


0.0 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5,TH TO 95«TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EX PENDI TU RE= $ 537 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES* 891 
RATIO OE MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM,,, s 1,7 TO I 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10, TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES* 570 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES* 757 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1,3 TO 1 
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ERIC 



LOUISIANA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS® 66 



SCK 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

PINIHUM 

PAXIPUM 

PIAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL ASSESSED 
TO MINIMUM 



VALUATION® S 5335 
VALUATION®* 2089 
VALUATI0N=*28ll3 
...,.®13.5 1 



ppv( i) 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH ♦ 



958.- 
2089.- 
3221.- 
4352." 
5483.- 
6615.- 
7746.- 
8878.- 
10009.- 
11141.- 
12272.- 
13404.- 
14535.- 
l 5667 .- 
16798 .- 
,17930.- 
51.9661.- 
yOl93.- 
. 21324.- 
1 22456.- 
23587.- 
24719.- 
258 50.- 
26982.- 
23113.- 



10 



REPRESENTS I SCHOOL 
20 30 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



2089. 

3221. 

4352. 

5483. 

6615. 

7746. 

8878. 

10009. 

11141. 

12272. 

13404. 

14535. 

15667. 

16798. 

17930. 

19061. 

20193. 

21324. 

22456. 

23567. 

24719. 

25850. 

26982. 

28113. 

29244. 



♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦ 
* 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCEN 
piINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION®* 2676 
PAXIMUM FEB PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION®* 9374 



DISTRICT 

DISTRICT 



RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. 



3.5 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCEN 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION®* 2904 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION®* 7101 



OISTRICT 

OISTRICT 



RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. 



2.4 
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LOUISIANA 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUHBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 66 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 533S 
DISTRICT PININUH PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 2089 
DISTRICT PAXIPUM PER PUF IL ASSESSED. VALUAT ION«S28l 13 
RATIO DF MAXIMUM TO M IN IMUM.. ........... = 13.5 TO 1 

PERCENT 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 








FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


20 30 40 50 


60 


70 


80 














0. 


0.0 










8. 


12.1 










23. 


34,8 










17. 


25,8 










8. 


12.1 










4. 


6.1 










1. 


1.5 










1. 


1.5 



1. 1.5 

1. 1.5 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

1. 1.5 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0. b.o 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0. 0.0 

— 0 . 0.0 

1. 1.5 

20 30 40 5 0 60 7 0 80 

PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION«» 2676 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT ION* S 9376 
RATIO DF MAXIMUM TO_ MINIMUM 3.5 TO 1 

PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-! 2984 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-! 7101 
^ RATIO OF MAXIMUM TjO MIMIMUM## 2*4 TO 1 




STATE OF LOUISIANA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 



TOTAL FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

i * 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

% 



CAMl:R0N 


1090 


0 


0.0 


84 


7b 7 


ORLEANS 


725 


91 


12.6 


314 


43b 3 


E BA10N ROUGE 


755 


21 


2.8 


351 


46b 5 


ST MAHY 


562 


27 


5.0 


302 y 


53b8 


‘i\’ '■ 

ST JANES 


718 


^ 50 


7.0 


395 


55b 1 


. iv 

JEFFERSON DAVIS 


719 


83 


11.6 


373 


5 1b 9 


CITY OF|bOGALUSA 


443 


37 


8.4 


365 


82b5 


IBERVILliiE 


795 


68 


8.7 


397 


49b9 


IBERIA 


617 


34 


-.5.6 : 


359 


58b2 


EVANGELINE 


662 


94 


14.3 


406 


61b4 


POINTE COUPEE 


674 


107 


15.9 


408 


60b 6 


ST.JOHN 


606 


' '31 ' 


, '"'■■5.2' 


366 


60b 5 


E. FELICIANA 


679 


76 


11.2 


473 


6 9b 7 


FRANKLIN 


577 


0 


0.0 


457 


79b3 

■ "/ 


LAFAYETTE 


623 


55 


8.9 , 


346 


55b5 


ST. MARTIN 


; 629 i 


97 


, 15.5 ■ 


332 ■ 


52b 9 


LIVINGSTON 


642 


40 


6.3 


. 422 


6 5b 7 













STATE OF LOUISIANA 
VENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSi 1968-9 
REVENUES »»ER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

% 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

» 



LOCAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 



POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 



0 


0«0 


84 


7.7 


1005 


92.2 


62.37 


161 




91 


12.6 


314 


43.3 


319 


44.1 


26.62 


120 




21 


2.8 


351 


46.5 


382 


50.7 


37.90 


101 




27 


5.0 


302 


53*8 


231 


41.2 


28.78 


80 




50 


7.0 


395 


55.1 


272 


37.9 


42.34 


64 




83 


1U6 


373 


51.9 


262 


36.5 


40.62 


64 




37 


8 .A 


365 


82.5 


40 


9.1 


7.15 


56 




68 


8^7 


397 


49. 9 ’ 


329 


41.4 


72.15 


45 


1 . 


34 


5.6 


359 


58.2 


^ 223 


36.2 


48.76 


45 




94 

,i-' ■■ 


14.3 


406 


61.4 


161 


24.4 


41.52 


38 


> •• . . - ‘ 
j 


107 


15.9 


408 


60.6 


158 


23.5 


41.88 . 


37 


31 


5.2 


366 


60.5 


207 


, 34.3i:‘ ’ 


57.32 


36 


j 

t 


76 


IU2 


473 


69.7 


129 


• ■ 19.1 1;, 


36.28 


35 


1 


0 


0«0 


457 


79.3 


119 


20.7 ; 


35.77 


33 




55 


8.9 


0, , 346 ; , \;f 


55.5 


^^-■•221 . 


35.6 


74.36 


29 




97 




^ V,v332 : - ■ V ' 


52.9 


199 


-■^^^3i.6‘ 


74.43 


26 




40 


6.3 


422 


6 5.7 


179 


27.9 


85.92 


20 








-iv;.- 
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STATE GF LOUISIANA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 66 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT^ 775517 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^ S 509.7 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 749 ( 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 69505C 

ADDITIONAL COST* ...$ 66.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...i 730 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 659112 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 53.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*..** $ 689 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMB ER OF PUPILS* 515201 

ADDITIONAL COST* ....$ 27.8 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... .$ 669 C TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 495442 

ADDITIONAL COST*... $ 17.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 657 C 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 421125 

ADDTT lONAL COST,*.. . «•••••• $ 12. 1 MILL ION 




PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... .$ 655 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 344813 

ADDIT lONAI. COST*.!f; ••••••• $ 11.3 MILLION 




MAINE 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 268 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURc=i 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EX PEND ITUR E=S 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 



PPEISI 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 2 0 30 40 50 



100.- 


200 


200.- 


300 


300.- 


400 


400.- 


500 


500.- 


600 



4 44 4 4 « 4 ' 4 ' 4 '* 4 > 4 ' 4 > 4 > 44>4 444 * 44444**4 



4 4444 44444444444444 4 44444 



600.- 700. 

700.- 800. 

800.- 900. 

900.- 1000. 
1000.- 1100. 
IICO.- 1200. 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- lAOO. 
lAOO.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.-1700. 
1700.- 1800. 
1800.- 1900. 
1900.-2000. 
2000.- 2100. 
2100.- 2200. 
2200.- 2300. 
2300 .-2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 2600. 



44444444444444444444 4 4444444 4444444444444 444444444 * 

44444 4 444444444444 

4444 

44 

4 * 

4 

*4 



4 



4 



0 10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH F 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 

RATIO OF /MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. . . 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH F 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



MAINE 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 268 

STATEHIOE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 685 

OISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 573 
DISTRICT PINIPUN PER PUPIL EX PEND ITURE=$ 215 
OISTRICT MAXIPUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITUKE’S 1966 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



EACH * 



REPRESENTS I 
20 30 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



= 9.i TO I 



60 



70 



80 



^t^^^^Hiititi*:*****************^.******** *********** ************ 

^^*A,0titi0*******Jk****************************************************** 

**♦♦♦* ***************** ♦♦♦**>.* 1 <* ********** 

******** 



FREQUENCY 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



0. 


0.0 


3. 


l.l 


10. 


3.7 


68. 


25.4 


105. 


39.2 


51. 


19.0 


18. 


6.7 


4. 


1.5 


2. 


0.7 


2. 


0.7 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.4 


2. 


0.7 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.4 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.4 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 






TV, : 



PUPiL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5. TH TO ^SeTH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 404 
OISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 784 
RATIO OF MAX IMUM TO MIN IMUM. . .. . 1 .9 TO 

PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 426 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 733 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINII^IUM = 1.7 TO 



o 

Jeric 



91 






MAINE 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUP 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS® 48 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALISED ASSE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..... 



PPV($I 

CLASS INTERVAL 



2298.- 4116. 


4116.- 5933. 




5933.- 7750. 


♦ 


7750.- 9567. 


* 


9567.- 11384. 


11384.- 13201. 


** 


13201.- 15018. 


* 


15018.- 16835. 


*** 


16835.- 18652. 




18652.- 20470. 




20470.- 222 87. 


***** 


22287.- 24104. 




24104.- 25921. 


** 


25921.- 27738. 


** 


27738.- 29555. 


**** 


7?9555.- 31372. 


*** 


.;,31372.- 33189. 
> '33139.- 35006. 


** 




1 35006.- 36824. 


* 


1 36824.- 38641. 


* 


38641.- 4045 8. 
40458.- 42275. 


422 75.- 44092. 


* 


44092.- 45909. 


45909.- 47726. 


* . 




EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



* 



10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASS 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASS 

ratio of maximum to minimum 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASS 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASS 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..... 



/ 
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HAINE 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 48 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/t9 

1 . 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N*I226A3 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! A115 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*!45909 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... .....*11.2 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

) 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



\ 



0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PEP PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 8319 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PERi PUPIL EQUALIZED ^ ASSESSED VALUATION*!35213 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 4.2 TO 1 ,, 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION “IJHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»!13113 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»!31831 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM............. * 2.4 TO 1 




FREQUENCY 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

1. 

0 . 

2 . 

1. 

3 . 

8 . 

4. 

5. 

5. 

2 . 

2 . 

4. 

3. 

2 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

2.1 

2.1 

2.1 

0.0 

4.2 

2.1 

6.3 
16.7 

A. 3 
10.4 
10.4 
4.2 

4.2 

8.3 

6.3 
4.2 
0.0 / 
2.1 
2.1 
0.0 
0.0 
2.1 
0.0 
2.1 



STATE Of. MAINE 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSf l968-’9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



I 







TOTAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 








AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 




SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


$ 




$ 


■ 




R UNFORD 


803 


11 


1.4 


72 


9.0 




LEWISTON 


528 


31 


6.0 


" 66 


12.5 




S.A,0. NO. 71 


336 


31 


9.3 


90 


26. 7 




HADAWASKA 


751 


14 


2.0 


100 


13.4 




FALMOUTH 


811 


12 


1.5 


119 


14. 7 




SO. PORTLAND 


695 


24 


3.6 


124 


17.8 




SANFORO 


613 


47 


7.8 


107 


17.5 


. ■ ■ ■■■-■ ; ■■■ ■■ ' ' 


S.A.O. NO. 5 


563 


21 


3.8 


183 


32. 5 


' ■ ' ■ - ■ jV.-' 


PORTLAND 


661 


54 


8.2 


82 


12.4 




WINDHAM 


682 


24 


3.5 


157 


23.1 


■ ■ "■■■:• ■■ '■ '-i'-: v'iov-V-’’' 


BRUNSWICK 


650 


118 


18.2 


/ " 93' 


14.3 




S.A.O. NO. 9 


628 


18 


3.0 


245 


, 39.0 




KITTERY 


664 


113 


17.0 


200 


30. 2 




S.A.O. NO. A8 


654 


30 


4.7 


268 


41.1 




GORHAM 


636 


11 


l»8 


218 


34. 3 


















S.A.O. NO. 3 


563 


17 


3.2 


316 


56.1 


















LIMESTONE 


419 


289 


69.0 


53 


12.8 
















.■> ^ - 




V, 
























0'T-"^ 
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STATE OF. MAINE 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968*9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 



fAL 

$ 


1 

AMOUNT 

% 


FEDERAL 

PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


303 


ll 


1.4 


72 


9*0 


720 


89.6 


15.68 


459 


528 


31 


6.0 


66 


12«5 


430 


81.5 


12.23 


352 


336 


31 


9.3 


90 


26« 7 


215 


64.0 


6.53 


329 


751 


14 


2.0 


100 


13*4 


636 


84.7 


21.19 


300 


U1 


12 


1.5 


119 


14*7 


690 


83.6 


23.14 


293 


595 


24 


3.6 


124 


17.6 8 


546 


78.6 


20.63 


264 


S13 


47 


7.8 


107 


17. 5 


458 


74.7 


19.75 


232 


563 


21 


3.8 


183 


32*5 


359 


63.7 


15.78 


227 ; 


S61 


54 


8.2 


82 


12*4 


525 


79.3 


24.16 


2lTf^^ 


582 


24 


3.5 


157 


2 3.1 


501 


73.4 


24.18 


207 V 


550 


118 


18.2 


/ 93 


14.3 


439 


67.4 


22.13 


198 


528 


18 


3.0 


245 


,39.0 


364 


58.0 


20.16 


186 


564 


113 


17.0 


200 


30.2 


350 


52.8 


20.19 


173 


554 


30 


4.7 


268 


41.1 


355 


54.3 


20.84 


170 


536 


ll 


1.8 


218 


34.3 


406 


63.9 


25.75 


158 


563 


17 


3.2 


316 


56.1 


229 


40.7 


17.62 


130 


^19 


289 


69. 0 


53 


12.8 


76 


18.1 


18.48 


41 
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STATE OV* MAINE 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 268 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT= 2A3073 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- ^ 135.A MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=.... $ 660 I 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 205978 

ADDITIONAL COST» $ 23*1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXP£NDITURE=.... $ 660 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 205978 

ADDITIONAL .S 23.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=.... S 627 i 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 178924 

ADDITIONAL COST* > 16.7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-.... S 589 I TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPI LS=. . .. . . 155849 

ADDITIONAL 10.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=.... $ 569 I 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 132857 

ADDITIONAL > 7.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 551 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 108578 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... * 5.2 MILLION 
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MAR '’LAND 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 24 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND ITUR E=$ 88? 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=i 757 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITUR E= < 634 

DISTRICT MAXIMI:n PER “UPIL EXP ENDITURE= i 1036 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PPE($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- 400. 

400.- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 

700.- 800. ♦♦*♦♦♦***♦***♦ 

800.- 000. 

900.-1000. 

1000 .- 1100 . * 

1100 ,- 1200 . 

1200,- 1300. 

1300.- 1400. 

1400.- 1500. 

1500.- 1600. 

1600.-1700. 

1700.- 1800. 

1800.- 1900. 

1900.- 2000. 

2000 .- 2100 . 

2100 .- 2200 . 

2200.- 2300. 

2300.- 2400. 

2400.-2500. 

2500.- 2600. 

0 10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 676 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^* 819 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM. 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90, TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®* ' 694 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®* 812 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... 



FACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
in 20 30 40 50 



453-330 0 - 72 -7 




95 




•• / ‘J .... 



MARYLAND 

ER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 2A 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



EMIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND ITUR E=$ 88? 



RICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=i 757 
RICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=i 63A 
RICT maximum per PUPIL EXP END! TURE= « 1036 
0 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



1.6 TO I 



* REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 AO 



FREQUENCY 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



50 



60 



70 



80 



20 



30 



AO 



50 



60 



0 . 

0, 

n, 

0 . 

5, 

lA, 

A. 

0 , 

1 . 

0 . 

0, 

0, 

0, 

0 , 

0 . 

0 , 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 , 

c, 

0, 

0 . 

0 . 



n.o 
0.0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
20,8 
58,3 
16, 7 
0.0 
A.2 
0.0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0.0 
0,0 
0.0 
0,0 
0,0 
0.0 
0,0 
0,0 
0.0 
0,0 




70 



80 



EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95, TH PERCENTILES 
RICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* I 676 
RICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 819 
0 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1,2 TO 1 



EXPENDITURES WITHIN ID.TH TO 90, TH PERCENTILES 
RICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 69A 
IRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 812 
0 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1.2 TO 
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MARYL AND 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OE SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 2A 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED \ 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUAL IZED ASSESSED \ 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED \ 

PATIO OF MAXIMUM TO M IN IMUM = 







PPVI $) 

CLASS INTERVAL 
.0 

10497.- 11362. 
11362.- 12227. ♦ 
12227.- 13C91. 
13091.- 13956. 
13956.- 14821. ♦ 
14821.- 15685. ♦ 
15685.- 16550. *** 
16550.- 17415. ♦ 
17415.- 18270. * 
10279.- 19144. 
19144.- 2CC09. ♦* 
?0009.- 2C873. ♦ 
20073.- 2173R. ♦ 
2173B.- 22603. ** 
22603.- 23467. ♦ 
24332. 

/ r24332.- 25197. 

,25197.- 26C61. 

, 26061.- 26926. 

26926.- 27791. ♦ 
27791.- 28655. ♦ 
28655.- 29520. 
29520.- 30385. 
30385.- 31249. 
31249.- 32114. * 

0 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL, 01 STR ICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI N I MUM • 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 



96 











■I 



MARYL ANO 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER UP SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 2A SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQi/ALIZEO ASSESSED VALUATION*$191 01 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N**11361 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N**3l 2A9 

PATIO Of MAXIMUM TO M IN IMUM . • • • • 2. 8 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL. 01 STR I CT 
10 20 30 AO 50 60 



70 80 



10 20 30 AO 50 60 70 80 

= R PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
district minimum PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$12352 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N*$2738fl 
RATIO Of MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM. •;••••••••••••••••= 2. 2 TO 1 

zR PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PEPi'cENT ILES 
DISTRICT MINI MUM PER PUPI L i EQU AL I ZED ASS ESSEO VALUATI0N*$12A35 
niST^ICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIDN»»23079 
RATIOiOf MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. ............ ....= 1. 9 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

1. 

2 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

3 . 

1. 

1 . 

A. 

2 . 

1. 

1. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
A.2 
8.3 
C.O 
A.2 
A.2 
12.5 
A.2 
A. 2 
16.7 
8.3 
A. 2 
A.2 
8.3 
A.2 
0.0 
C.O 
0.0 

0.0 : 

A.2 : 

A.2 

0.0 

o.c 

0.0 

A.2 
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SCHOOL DISTRICT 

MONTGOMERY 

TALBOT 

BALTIMORE 

HOWARD 

KENT 

PRINCE GEORGE'S 

BALTIMORE CITY 

ALLEGANY 

CARROLL 

ANNE ARUNDEL 

HARFORD 

GARRETT 

CHARLES 

CALVERT 

CAROLINE 

SOMERSET 

ST. MARY'S 



,,r. 



STATE OF MARYLAND 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



TOTAL FEDERAL STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT PERCENT 



$ 


$ 




% 




nil 


75 


8v7 


169 


19o5 


689 


64 


9.3 


157 


22b9 


748 


29 


3.9 


158 


21 o 2 


672 


'■ 74 


11.1 


151 


22.5 


690 


59 


8.7 


179 


26«1 


767 


93 


12.2 


161 


21 ol 


786 


76 


9.T 


251 


32.0 


673 


65 


9.8 


209 


31.1 


61C 


32 


5. 2 


191 


31*4 


645 


76 


11.8 


194 


30.2 


602 


■ 97 - ' 


16.2 


203 


33.8 


582 


92 ^ " 


15.9 


268 ‘ 


46.2, 


772 


160 


20.7 


242' 


31.4 


631 ^ 


89 


14.2 


252 


40.0 


601 


67 


11.2 


269 


48.2 


'/ 

tic : 


; 88 




■ 516 ,.,^ 


51.9 


650 


133 


20.5 


312 


48.1 



\ ; 
\ . 
■J 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS# 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



TOTAL FEDERAL STATE 





AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


$ 


% 




t 




071 


75 


8.T 


169 


19.5 


6B9 


64 


9*3 


157 


22.9 


740 


29 


3.9 


158 


21.2 


672 


74 


11*1 


151 


22.5 


690 


59 


8.7 


179 


26.1 


767 


93 


12.2 


161 


21.1 


706 


76 


9.7 


251 


32.0 


673 


65 


9.8 


209 


31.1 


610 


32 


5.2 


191 


31.4 


645 


76 


11.8 


194 


30.2 


602 


97 


16.2 


203 


33.8 


582 


92 


15.9 


268 


46.2 


772 


1 60 


,20.7 


242 


31.4 


631 


89 


U.2 


252 


40.0 


601 


67 


11.2 


289 


48.2 


610 ; 




IA.4 


316 


51.9 


650 


133 


20.5 


312 


48.1 






PROPERTY TAX 



LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


626 


71.9 


20.05 


312 


467 


67.8 


16. 81 


278 


560 


74.9 


20.48 


273 


446 


66.4 


19.34 


230 


450 


65.2 


20.10 


224 


511 


66.7 


24. 80 


206 


458 


53.3 


23.41 


195 


398 


59.1 


20. 90 


190 


336 


63.4 


20.54 


188 


373 


58.0 


20.22 


184 

1^2 oq 


301 


50.0 


18.61 


220 


37.9 


13.83 


159 


369 


47.8 


23.73 


155 


288 


45.8 


20.61 


140 


^ ’;244 • 


40.6 


19.65 


124 


205 


33.7 


16.65 


123 


204 


31.5 


18.02 


113 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 24 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT- 862115 

TOTAL » 703.6 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 







PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE*.... $1037 ( 95TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS-.... 698800 

ADDITIONAL COST* ....$ 175.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$1037 i 90TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 698800 

ADDITIONAL COST* 175.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 826 f 80TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*..... 549624 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 28.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 826 I TOTH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 549624 

ADDITIONAL COST* .....$ 28.1 MILLION 

PER PUPit EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 819 ( 60TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 423503 

ADDITIONAL COST*. $ 24.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 795 i 50TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*...... 387659 

ADDITIONAL COST*. .j*. ..$ 14.3 MILLION 





167 




MASSACHUSETTS 



PPEIS> 

CLASS INTERVAL 

lOO#- 200. 
200.- 300. 

300.- 400. 

400.- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 

TOO.- 800. 

800.- 900. 

900.- 1000. 
1000.- 1100. 
1100.- 1200. 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. . 

1700.- 1 800. 
1000.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000. - 2100. 
2100.- 2200. 
2200.- 2300s 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 4244. 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 360 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPE NDl TURE=S 753 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 829 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE^^S 454 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PEP. PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 4243 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 6 



♦♦ ■■■ 

^t***^*****************^*******^************************^'i^**^ 

t********i^4**************t****'**************************^*** 

^^t*****************it**** ************** 
t************************* 

**************** 

******^t***** 

********** 

*** 

*** 

***** 

♦ ■ ■ 

♦ ♦ 

♦ 



10 20 30 40 ' 6 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN ii.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=» 556 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1286 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MIN IMUM.. 

. ■ '■ ■ ; „ ... ' ■/! ' ' ■ ■ . ■ 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 584 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1150 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



MASSACHUSETTS 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 360 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIOE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 753 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EX PENOITURE=$ 829 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EX PENOITURE=$ A5A 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ A2A3 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 9.3 TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT ' 

) 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



1(4:41 ^ ^ 41^ 





20 



30 




^0 50 i 60 70 i 00 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5. TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=i 556 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=i 1286 V/' 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 2i3 TO I ,. 

PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 584 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*S 1150 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM......... - 2.0 TO 1 

99 





FREQUENCY 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

2 . 

48. 

88 . 

93. 

39. 

26. 

23. 

13. 

10 . 

3. 

3. 

5. 

0 . 

1 . 

2 . 

1 . 

0 . , 

0 . 

0 . . 

0 . 

0 . 

3. 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.6 

13.3 

24.4 

25.8 

10.8 

7.2 

5.4 
3.6 
2.8 
0.8 
0.8 

1.4 . 
0.0 J 
0.3 
0.6 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.8 



&S£B 



MASSACHUSETTS 



PPV($» 

CLASS INTERVAL 

( 

A613.- 7773. 

im,~ 10933. 
10933.- 1A093. 
1A093.- 17253. 
17253.- 20413. 
20A13.- 23573. 
23573.- 

26733.- 29093. 
2909 3.- 33 0 5 3. 
33053.- 36213. 
36213.- 39373. 
39373.- 42533. 
42533.- 45693. 
45693.- 40053. 
^48053.- 52013. 
/ [52013.- 55172. 
i [S5172.- 50332. 
I r!f0332.- 61492. 
} -61492.- 64652. 

64652.- 67812. 
67012.- 70972. 
70972.- 74132. 
74132.- 77292. 
77292.- 00452. 
B0452.- 03612 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL 0ISTRICTS= 144 



SCHOOL ' 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
OISTT ICT 
ratio of 



AV ERAGE 
MINIMUM 
MAXIMUM 
MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



VALUATION =>$ 
VALUATION»$ 
VALUATION*! 
,»10.4 TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 



50 



60 



* 

♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

************ 

444444*4444444******* 

i^iH^************** ********* 
* 1 ^ 1 ^*********** 

44444 

44444 

^444444444 

444 



444 

444 



10 



20 



30 



AO 



50 



60 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH 
ntcTttirT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION* 
SHtSIcT SixiJS roPIL EOO.tllEO ASSESSED VALUATION. 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..........*****"*** Z*» 'U i 



PPR PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH 
nicTRirr MINIMUM PER PUPl L EQUALIZED, ASSESSED VALUATION* 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION- 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. Z* 2 TU l 



V'V 

■ 



100 






MASSACHUSETTS 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL t)ISTRICTS= lAA SCHOOL YEAR 1960/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION®! 28189 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 7772 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 00652 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 



EACH « REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 60 50 .60 70 80 



*** 



2 0 30 6 0 50 6 0 70 00 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 16630 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSkiO VALUATION-! 66162 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..... .......... ..V*- 2. Z TO 1 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 10767 ; 

, district maximum per pupil equalized assessed valuation-! 60593 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.................... 2.2 TO ; 1 11 




FREQUENCY 

0 . 

2 . 

1 . 

6 . 

22 . 

22 . 

21 . 

26. 

16. 

5. 

5. 

10 . 

3. 

0 . 

0 . 

3. 

0 . 

3. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0. 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
1.6 
0.7 
6.2 
15.3 
15.3 
16.6 
18.1 
9.7 
3.5 
3.5 
6.9 
2.1 
0.0 
0.0 
2.1 
0.0 
2 . 1 
0.0 
V 0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0 . 0 
0.7 








STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 
REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OlSTRlCTSt 1966 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



FEDERAL STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT P 

% $ 



TOTAL 

$ 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 

BROUKLINE 

DEDHAM 

NO. ANDOVER 

NORWOOD 

EASTHAMPTON 

NORTH ATTLEBOROUGH 

BURLINGTON 

LYNNFIELD 

NORWELL 

GREENFIELD 

Ml DOLE BORO 

MESTFIELD 

WORCESTER 

SPRINGFIELD 

LEICESTER 

CHICOPEE 

AYER 



1433 


103 


989 


37 


865 


18 


875 


31 


994 


22 


934 


26 


814 


29 


914 


65 


1002 


24 


901 


38 



7.1 91 

3.7 69 

2.1 93 

3.7 115 

2.2 87 

2.8 117 

3.6 145 

7;2 123 

2.4 127 

4.2 ; 132 



III' 



172 



-DATA INC 



855 


•49 


5 .7 




142 


679 


31 


4.7 




164 



-DATA INC 
-DATA INC 



660 : 




■ 17.5 . 


112 


690 


396 


57.4 


53 



- ,/101 

• isr r ■ • 













STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 



TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

% 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$• 


1453 


103 


7.1 


91 


6.3 


1258 


86 . 6 


15.65 


304 


989 , 


37 


3.7 


69 


7.0 


802 


89.2 


20.82 


423 


865 


10 


2.1 


93 


10. e 


753 


87.1 i 


19.28 


391 


875 


• •'’■31' ’ 


3.7 


115 


13.2 


'.. A ':727 ■ 


83.1 


22.35 


325 


994 


: ■ 22 . 


2*2 


87 


8.8 


084 : 


80.9 


28.68 


308 


934 


26 


2.8 


117 


12.6 


789 


84.6 


27.27 


289 


814 


29 


3.6 


145 


17.8 


639 


78.5 


jl 22.97 


2 78 


914 


65 


7.2 


123 


13.5 


725 


79.3 


27.31 


265 ^ 


1002 


24 


- . 2.4 : ■ 


127 


12.7 


850 


84.8 .C 


33.92 


250 1 ’ 

\ 


901 


38 


4.2 


132 IA.7 

: ‘ ._^ftA»TA TM/^nMeTe*ri7Mr»v 


731 


, ■ j 

; / ■ 


31.08 


235 C 


855 




"5.7 


1^2 


■*, 'V ;-.16. 6‘ ’ ■■ 


:'664-' 


77,7 ' 


31.21 


212 


679 : 


■ ' • 1 ; 


4.7 


164 

. ■ ■ 'if V. ; 


' •■24.2^ 


^.,V.->82 




23.57 


204 








———-.-data INCONSISTENCYr- 

; ' LlL_T\A»r* TAir*AikieTe»rDiamf_i_ 


— J 






' .. 










■ y. ] 






660 : : 


t. - . ' ' 

■•115.’ 


f-:17.5 .. 


. 112 


;-\17. 1..:-: ... 




;r;v65i4:r''^ 


24.65 


175 


690 


396 


57.4 


' \,'^53 




240 . .r" 


34,9 


31.00 


11 




STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 360 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 

TOTAL EXPENOITURE*..***#»»»*»»» 



1136339 

$ S53.2 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 
NUMBER OF PUPILS=.*.** 
ADDITIONAL COST*...... 



$1073 ( 95TH PERCENTILE! 

1018262 

,,$ 3A4.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 
ADDITIONAL COST*..... 



,...$ 963 ( 90TH PERCENTILE! 

......... . 965318 

$ 236.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*..... 
ADDITIONAL COST*...... 



$ 840 ( 80TH PERCENTILE! 

..... 851135 

•$ 121.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*. ..•• 
ADDIT lONAL COST* 



$ 774 ( 70TH PERCENTILE! 

731149 

....$ 68.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*. ...• 
ADDITIONAL COST* 



$ 749 ( 60TH PERCENTILE ! 

558152 

$ 51.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*....* 
ADDIT lONAL COST* 



$ 732 ( 50TH PERCENTILE ! 

506020 

,,,$ 42.4 MILLION 



174 



MICHIGAN 

NUMBSB OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 527 

SXATE0IDB AVERAGE PER POPIL BXPEMDITORB-$ f 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIjL EXPEMDITURE-t ( 
DISTRICl MININDH PER POPIL BXPBNDITDRB- $ < 

DISTRICT KAXINDH PER PUPIL EXPEMDITURE«$ i: 
RATIO OF f^kiinun to hininoh 



PPB (S) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- 400. 

400.- 500. ♦♦ 

500.- 600. ♦♦ 



««««« 

600.- 700. ♦♦♦♦♦ 



700.- 800. ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦*♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

« 

800.- 900. *>♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

900.- 1000. ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦»♦♦ 

1000 .- 1100 . ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

1 100 .- 1200 . * 

1200.- 1300. * 

1300.- 1400. 

1400.- 1500. 

1500.- 1600. 

1600.- 1700. 

1700.- 1800. 

1800.- 1900. 

1900.- 2000. 

2000 .- 2100 . 

2100 .- 2200 . 

2200.- 2300. 

2300.- 2400. 

2400.- 2500. 

2500.- 2600. 

0 10 20 30 40 50 



BACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



PER POPIL EXPENDITDRBS WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PEI 
DISTRICT niMINDH PER PUPIL BXPBNDITORE-$ ! 
DISTRICT HAXIHDH PER POPIL EXPBNDITDRE-S ( 
RATIO OF HAXIHDH TO HINIHOR 



PEB POPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10.TH TO 90.TH PEI 
DISTRICT HINIflOH PER POPIL BXPBNDITDRB^S ! 
DISTRICT HAXIHDH PER POPIL EXPBNDITORB-$ i 
BATIO OP HAXIHDH TO HIHIHOH 
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MICHIGAN 

NONaBB OF DISTRICTS* 527 SCHOOL tBAR 1969/70 

STATBHIDB I A 6 B PER POPIL BXPBMDITdRB>l B42 

DISTRICT AV'tkitAGB PER PUPIL BXPBNDITUBB-I 660 
DISTRICT HINinOH PER PUPIL BXPBND 1 T 0 BB*$ 409 
DISTRICT HAXIHOn PER PUPIL BXPBMD 1 T 0 RB>$ 1275 
RATIO OP HAXIHUa TO MINIMUM ■ 3.1 TO 1 



BACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



************************(<**«*****************«*********************** 

***********:******«***************************** ************* 

********************************************************************* 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ V ^ ^ 9 V V V V V V V V V V 9 V V V 

• *•••••♦* ************>l»’************** **************'»******* *********** 

********************** 

* 



20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

POPIL BXPENDITORBS HITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT HINIHOH PER PUPIL RXPBNDITOREal 539 
DISTRICT HAXIHOH PER PUPIL EXPBND1T0RB>I 893 
RATIO OF NAXIBOH TO HIMIHUH ■ 1.7 TO 1 



POPIL EXPENDITURES HITHIN 10.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT NININUN PER PUPIL BXPBNDlTORB«t 558 
DISTRICT HAXINUN PER POPIL EXC'ENDlTORRal 802 
RATIO OF NAXINON TO MINIMUM - 



PERCENT 



PBCQUFNCY 


IN Cl 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


2 . 


0.4 


165. 


31.3 


224. 


42.5 


81. 


15.4 


33. 


6.3 


12 . 


2.3 


8 . 


1.5 


1 . 


0.2 


1 . 


0.2 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 


0 . 


0.0 
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1.4 TO 1 



MICI-IGAN 



PPVI il 

CLASS INTERVAL 

( 

-5^8.- 20B5. 

2065.- A719. 

«719.- 7352. 

7352.- 9985. 

9905.- 12618. 

12618.- 15251. 
15251.- 17885. 
17885.- 20518. 
20518.- 23151. 
23151.- 2578A. 
25786.- 28617. 
28617.- 31051. 
31051.- 33686. 
33686.- 36317. 
y 3‘e3l7.- 38950. 

I 38950.- 61583. 

i . 61583.- 66217. 

I 66*17.- 66850. 

66850.- 69683. 
69683.- 52116. 
52116.- 56750. 
56750.- 57383. 
57383.- 60016. 
60016.- 62669. 
62669.- 65282. 




I 



r 



DISPARITIES IN property VALUATION PER PUPIL 

_ 



SCHf 



DISTRICT 

district 

DISTRICT 

ratio of 



AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIt 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIt 
KAXIHUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIt 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM Tf 



each ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 60 



50 



60 



♦ ♦♦ 

IIHIm***************************************** 

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦#♦♦♦***************♦♦************************ 

** . . A A AAA AAAA******** ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 



I ♦♦ 



* 



* 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN 5«TH TO 95 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 

SlSTRlCI "1x1™" fES rom EQWLUED »SSI=SSE0 VAlUAt 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 

PFR PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 
AEK PUEIL EOUAUZEO ASSESSED VALUAT 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 2.6 
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MICI-IGAN 



PARITIES IN P-IOPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
USER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 309 



SCHOOL YEAR 196R/69 



iTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EOUALUED ASSESSED VAL UAT ION-A1480O 
ITRICT HINIPUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«$ 2085 
>TRICT PAXIHUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N*$62649 
no OF NAXIMUH TO MINIMUM -aO.O TO I 



;H ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 4 0 5 0 60 TO 



80 



*****♦♦♦***♦••♦••••♦*•**•• •♦•••••* 
******♦♦♦♦•♦•••••••****♦•••♦••••••*••••<'**♦*•••••*•••••***•*•***** 

* 



20 30 40 50 60 TO 

•IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION NITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
[STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-* 7693 
[STRICT PAXIPUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALORT I0N-»2646l 
UlO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ■ 3.R TO I 



>IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
[STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-* 8651 
tSTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION-*22624 
\TIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. ■ 2.6 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

3. 

7 . 

48. 

82. 

65. 

34. 

26. 

15. 

8 • 

6 • 

2 . 

4» 

1 . 

0 . 

2 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 





PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

1.0 

2.3 

15.5 

26.5 

21.0 

11.0 

9.1 

4.9 

2.6 

1.9 

0.6 

1.3 
0.3 
0.0 
0.6 
0.3 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
C.O 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN 

REVENUES OK SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 




» .. 





TOTAL 


FEDERAL 

APCUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


% 


$ 




$ 




RIVER ROUGE CITY 


1028 


72 


7.0 


12 


1.2 


HIGHLAND PARK CITY 


1121 


104 


7. 9 


348 


26.4 


CHELSEA 


668 


12 


l.R 


211 


CM 

. 

O 


FLINT CITY 


962 


42 


4.5 


274 


28.5 


DETROIT CITY 


832 


98 


11.6 


302 


36.3 


GAYLORD COMMUNITY 


706 


23 


3.3 


262 


o 

. 

o 


BRANCH ROSE CIT 


720 


44 


6.2 


314 


43.6 


GULL LAKE COMMUNIT 


762 


14 


1.9 


309 


39.6 


WALLED LAKE CONS. 


719 


12 


1.8 


308 


42.6 


MT. PLEASANT CITY 


759 


35 


4.7 


332 


43.7 


YALE PUBLIC 


608 


28 


4.7 


337 


•55. 5 


oxford' area connun 


624 


14 


2.3 


342 


54.6 


LINDEN COMMUNITY 


582 


2 


0.4 


358 


61.6 


CARSON CITY 


600 


18 


3.1 


364 


60.1 


PENNFIELO 


678 


10 


2.7 


394 


58.1 


P1NC0NNIN6 AREA 


639 


24 


3.8 


417 


65.3 


RUOYARD TWP. 


788 


160 


20.3 


546 


69.3 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN 
SE’.ECTEO SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-V 
REVCNUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 



FEDERAL 

NT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

% 


ST TE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN HILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 HILL RATE 

1 


72 


7.0 


12 


1.2 


943 


91.6 


15.06 


626 


04 


7.9 


348 


26.4 


668 


65.6 


34.79 


249 


12 


1«8 


277 


40.2 


399 


58.0 


19.67 


203 


42 


4«5 


274 


26.5 


645 


67.0 


32.55 


196 




11*6 


302 


36.3 


431 


51.9 


23.73 


162 


23 


3#3 


262 


40.0 


400 


56*7 


22.05 


161 


44 


6.2 


314 


43.6 


361 


50.2 


22.47 


160 


14 


1.9 


309 


39.6 


457 


58. 5 


30.71 


149 


12 


l.B 


306 


42.8 


398 


55.4 


26.53 


139 " 


35 


4.7 


332 


43.7 


391 


51.6 


29.96 


130 


26 


4.7 


337 


55.5 


241 


39.6 


19.30 


125 


1 

14 


2.3 


342 


54.8 


268 


43.0 


22. 59 


116 


2 


0.4 


356 


61.6 


221 


36.1 


19.96 


111 


18 


3.1 


364 


60.7 


217 


36.2 


21.19 


102 


16 


2.7 


394 


58.1 


265 


39.1 


28.54 


93 


24 


3.6 


417 


65.3 


198 


31. C 


24.06 


62 


160 


20.3 


546 


69.3 


81 


10.4 


39.27 


20 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 527 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* 



2150738 

11565.0 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDlTURE*....i 965 C 95JH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1935101 

ADDITIONAL COST* • 473.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 888 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1825233 

ADDITIONAL COST* 8 326.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...S 807 I 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1601775 

ADDITIONAL COST* 8 186.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 767 C TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1390792 

ADDITIONAL COST* 8 125.5 MILLION 

PER PvJPIL EXPENDITURE*.... 8 756 I 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 1053589 

ADDITIONAL COST* 8 109.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... 8 734 f 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 957592 

ADDITIONAL COST* 8 87.3 MILLION 
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MINNESOTA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 475 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES $ 863 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL E XPENO I TURE>$ 633 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE>« 373 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE>$ 1492 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PPEt $) 



CLASS 


INTERVAL 


EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 


SCHOOL 


DISTRICT 






C 10 20 30 




o 

O 


100#- 


20C. 








200.- 


3CC. 








3CC.- 


4C'C. 


♦ 666 






AOO.- 


500. 


6 66666666666 666 66 






500.- 


600. 








600.- 


700. 












666666666 666 6 66666 66666 6666666666666666666«^66^\ 666666666666 


70C.- 


800. 








800.- 


900. 








9C0.- 


ICOC. 


6666 






lOOG.- 


HOC. 


66 






1100.- 


12C0. 


66 






1200.- 


13CC. 








1300.- 


14CC. 








lAOO.- 


1500. 


6 






1500.- 


160C. 








1600.- 


170C. 








17C0.- 


18CC. 








.— 


1900. 








19C0.- 


20CC. 








2000.- 


2 ICC. 








2100.- 


22CU. 








220C.- 


23C0. 








2300.- 


2400. 








2400.- 


2500. 








2500.- 


•2600. 









0 



10 



20 30 



40 50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE«$ 503 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITJJRE-5 809 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM « 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENT! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEN01TURE-$ 527 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE-t 749 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM > 
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MINNESOTA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 475 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE= $ 863 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 633 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 373 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 1492 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM « 4.C VO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



ti***m*******************m******************************^****<%********* 

»«*« 

»*****«««««********« ******* *••*••******««***••*****••••****** ******** 
********************************************************************* 
***************** 

**************************************************** 

******** 



20 30 



40 50 



60 70 80 



PERCENT 



FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


4. 


o.s 


17. 


3.6 


175. 


36. S 



188. 


39*6 


63. 


13*3 


19. 


4.0 


4. 


0*8 


2. 


0*4 


2. 


0.4 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.2 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


C.C 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


p. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 



^UPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 503 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 809 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 1.6 TO 1 



»UPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 527 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 749 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 1.4 TO 1 
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MINNESOTA 



PPVUI 

CLASS INTEPVAL 

I 

B955.- 109A0. 
109A0.- 12925. 
12925.- 14911. 
14911.- 16996. 
16896.- 16831. 
18881.- 20866. 
20866.- 22851. 
22851.- 24887. 
24837.- 26822. 
26822.- 28807. 
28807.- 30792. 
30792.- 32777. 
32777.- 34763. 
34763.- 36748. 
36748.- 30733. 
-10733.- 40718. 
40718.- 42703. 
42703.- 44688. 
446^.** 46674. 
46674.- 40659. 
40659.- 50644. 
50644.- 52629. 
52629.- 54614. 
54614.- 56600. 
56600.- 58535. 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OE SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 106 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ■ 5. 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 ♦O 50 60 



** 

**** 

***** 

** 

«**■***« 

***** 



***** 



** 

**** 



10 20 30 40 50 60 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION HlTHlN 5.TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ■ 
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MINNESOTA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OfSTRICTS- 106 



SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



mSTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N-$28920 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N«»l09Ar» 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N»t56599 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 5.2 TO 1 



EACH « REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 60 50 60 70 90 



20 30 60 50 60 70 80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

2 . 

6 . 

5. 

2 . 

7, 

5, 

10 , 

10 . 

10 . 

8 . 

ir. 

TO, 

5, 

6. 

2 . 

6 . 

1 . 

0, 

1. 

0 , 

2. 

r, 

i. 

1. 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

1.9 

3.8 
6,7 

1.9 
6.6 
6,7 
9,6 
9,6 
9,6 

7.5 

9.6 

9.6 

6.7 

5.7 
1.9 

3.8 
0.9 
n.n 
0.9 
0,0 

1.9 
0,0 
0,9 
0,9 



j 

I 

i 



UPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N>tl6865 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N>$62611 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.9 TO 1 

UPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N>il6596 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«t39l80 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.6 TO 1 





1 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRiCTSi 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



o 

ERIC 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 


TOTAL 

S 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

% 


AMOUNT 

S 


STATE 

PERCENT 


L 

AMOUNT 

1 


MINNEAPOLIS NO. 1 


833 


89 


10.7 


231 


27.7 


513 


NEW ULM NO. 88 


738 


38 


5.2 


253 


34.4 


445 


ST. PAUL NO. 6'5 


785 


68 


8.7 


269 


34.3 


447 


WASECA NO. 829 


756 


12 


1.6 


289 


3B.3 


454 


HUTCHINSON NO. A23 


534 


38 


7.2 


263 


49.3 


232 


ORONO NO. 278 


605 


47 


5.9 


376 


46. 7 


361 


RICHFIELD NO. 280 


763 


14 


1.9 


363 


47.6 


385 


FARMINGTON NO. 192 


1133 


43 


3.8 


532 


46.9 


557 


MONTEVIDEO NO. 129 


646 


164 


19.3 


396 


47.0 


265 


LITCHFIELD NO. A65 


10114 


873 


8.6 


4366 


43.4 


4853 


STEWARTVILLE N053A 


916 


B6 


9.4 


381 


41.6 


450 


MOUNDS VIEW NO 621 


66 0 


21 


3.3 


400 


60.7 


238 


CHISHOLM NO. 695 


566 


34 


5.9 


323 


55.3 


227 


BROOKLYN CNTR. 286 


732 


27 


3.8 


443 


60.5 


260 


CENTENNIAL NO. 12 


878 


33 


6.1 


701 


79.8 


123 



PI 



186 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 



UES OF 



SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRlCTSi IR68-9 

revenues per pupil 



PROPERTY TAX 















RATE 


POTENTIAL 














NECESSARY 


YIELD AT 


FEDERAL 




STATE 


local 




FOR LOCAL 


10 MILL 8ATE 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


REVENUE 




% 




S 




i 




IN MILLS 


% 


89 


10.7 


231 


27.7 


513 


61*6 


9.07 


565 


38 


5.2 


253 


34.4 


AA5 


60, A 


8.15 


546 


68 


8.7 


269 


34.3 


AA7 


57.0 


8.51 


525 


12 


1.6 


289 


38.3 


ASA 


60.1 


tn.9B 


413 


38 


7.2 


263 


49.3 


232 


A3. 5 


6,25 


372 


^7 


3.9 


376 


46.7 


381 


A7. A 


11.13 


343 


14 


1.9 


363 


47.6 


3S5 


50,5 


11.71 


326 


43 


3.8 


532 


46.9 


55T 


A9.2 


17.90 


311 


















l64 


19.3 


398 


47.0 


285 


33,6 


9.AA 


302 


873 


8.6 


43P0 


43.4 


A853 


A3.0 


171. A3 


283 


86 


9.4 


381 


41.6 


ASO 


A9.0 


17.51 


257 


21 


3.3 


400 


60.7 


238 


36. 1 


9.95 


239’ 


34 


5.9 


323 


55.3 


227 


38,9 


10.50 


216 


27 


3.8 


443 


60.5 


260 


35,6 


13.65 
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6.1 


701 


79.8 


123 


lA.l 


U.29 


109 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= ^75 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT^ 998341 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^ 6A9.7 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 777 ( 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 82S7&7 

ADDITIONAL COST* 107.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 777 ( 90TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 825767 

ADDITIONAL COST* * 107.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 730 I 80TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 738089 

ADDITIONAL COST* •* 76.C MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 712 I 70TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 6A2227 

ADDITIONAL COST* * 57.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 673 ( 60TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 5A3225 

ADDITIONAL COST* S 33.6 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....* 650 ( 50TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... ... AA4351 

ADDITIONAL COST*... i 22.5 MILLION 
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NUHDER OE SCHOOL OtSTRICTS* 148 




SCf 








STATE'itOE average PER PUPIL EXPENDITUPE*» 


476 










DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ERPENOITURE*! 


4S9 










DISTRICT RININUR PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*S 


321 










DISTRICT RAXiRUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 

n&Ttn nft MAVlMilll Tf1 m M t MUM* * a • a • • • • a a • • • 1 


825 


I* 2.6 




PPE(S) 

CLASS IMTERVAL 




EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
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1800.- 19CC. 
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1900.- 2000, 
20CC.- 2 ICC. 
2100.- £2CC. 
220C.- 2300. 
230C.- 240C. 
2900.- 2SOO. 




> J 








2S00.— 260C. 
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PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES Nir;IIN S.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 








district RINIHUN PER PUPlL EXPENDITURE*! 


346 










DISTRICT RAXIRUR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*^ 

Mav'an rn li t M t HI 1 II ^ a * . 


627 


la 8 








lU W*- nPRAinw.-i i« n a at 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES NITHIN 10. TH TO Pr.TH PERCENTILES 








DISTRICT RINIRUR PER P.UPiL EXPENDITURE*! 


364 










DISTRICT RAXIHUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 

OATtn nc HATtMItU tn M t Mt MllMa * * a a a a a a a a a a a < 


554 


► » 1.5 
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I <5)-SS8 0-7Z ^9 




189 



















nisstsstppt 



NU71DER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1^8 SCHOOL YFAR 1969/TD 

STATEMtOE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! A?5 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! A59 
DISTRICT HININUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 321 
DISTRICT RAXlNUR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 825 
RATIO OF NAXiRUH TO • 2*8 »0 T 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 AO 50 60 70 



*****************«»^********* 

**************** 



10 20 30 AO 50 60 

=R PUPIL EXPENDITURES MlTHlN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
district RiNIMUn PtP PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 3A6 
DISTRICT RAXITOR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 627 
ratio of NAXHUR to HININUN * 1*8 



;R PUPIL Expenditures within io.th to 9fl.TH percentiles 

DISTRICT NlNlHUH PER P.UPIL EXPENDITURE*! 36A 
DISTRICT NAXlHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 55A 
RATIO OF NAXtnUN TO l»5 



SO 



FREQUENCY 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 
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OtSPARtrtES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PFR POPiL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OtSTRiCTS* 126 

OlSTAtCT average PER PUPIL EOUALUEO ASSESSED VAI 

DISTRICT MNtPUN PER PUPIL EOUILIZEO ASSESSED VAI 

DISTRICT PAKIRUM PER PUPIL EOOALltEO ASSESSED VAI 

RATIO DF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PPVISI 

CLASS INTERVAL EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 10 23 30 60 50 6f 
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1A91.- 


1763. 




1763.- 


2C35. 


* 


2035.- 


2307. 




230T.- 


2579. 




2579.- 


2F51. 
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PER PUPIL EQUALI2E0 ASSESSED VALUATION WIThIN 5.TH T< 
OtSTUtT PINIMIIM PER PUPlL EOUALI/EO ASSESSED VAI 

DISTRICT »AXmiM PER PUPIL EOUALUEO ASSESSED VAI 

RATIO OF NA*tHUM TO MINIMUM 

PER PUPIL ECUALIZEO ASSESSED VALUATION MiTMlN 10. TH Tl 
DISTRICT PINIWM PER PUPIL EOUALtZED ASSESSED VAI 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VAI 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. - 
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HISSISSIPP! 

DISPAfiirtES tN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
MIWER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 126 



SCKCKIL YEAR 1066/69 



niSTTICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EOUALl/tO ASSESSED VALUATION*! 3916 

DISTRICT MNIPUR PER PUPIL EOUALIZEO ASSESSED VALUATION*! 1691 

DISTRICT PAXIRUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 7768 

RATIO OP HAXIHUR TO niNIMUH*...*.... .«••••• •••« 5.2 TO 1 



EACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 23 30 60 
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tft«**** 
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PER PUPIL equalized ASSESSED VALUATION MtTHiN S.Th TO 95»TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PlNtPfUR PER PUPlL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 236S 

district PAXIKIN per pupil equalized ASSESSED valuation*! 5967 

RATIO OP PAXINU8 TO 2*5 TO 1 

PER PUPIL equalized ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIO 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PINIPU8 PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 2607 

DISTRICT NAXIRUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 5595 

RATIO OP NAXINUN TO 2* 1 TO 1 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 
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STATE OE MISSISSIPPI 

REVENUES OE SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS. 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 



TOTAL PEOERAL 

ARCLNT PERCENT 
I » 



STATE 

ANOUNT PERCENT 
% 



O 

ERIC 



MARREN 




0 


0.0 


259 


$6.9 


JACRSON CtT ' 


52) 


4<l 


9.3 


260 


65.7 


CORINTH 




8? 


17.9 


250 


51.3 


VICKSBURG 


S40 


116 


21.5 


258 


67.7 


NEM ALBANT 


58? 


213 


36.3 


270 


6b. 0 


CUVtNGTON 


50) 


139 


27.7 


287 


56.9 


ABERDEEN 


%96 


15? 


31.7 


266 


53.3 


QXEORO 


460 


8C 


17.5 


269 


58.6 


hollanoale 


359 


0 


0.0 


268 


69.1 


FRANKLIN 


489 


80 


16.5 


317 


66.8 


LINCOLN 


)2I 


51 
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310 
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44? 
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LOUISVILLE 


491 
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54l 
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30.1 


315 
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0 


0.2 


278 


82.8 
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459 


86 
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306 


66.7 


RARSHALL 


433 


96 


22.2 


291 


67.2 
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$fAT£ OP NtSStSSiPPt 

IIS OP S£LECt£0 SCHOOL OtSTRtCTS* 1968>9 
REVCNUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 



PEOERAL 

AHOLflt percent 



STATE LOCAL 

AMOUNT PERCINt AMOUNT PERCENT 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
POR LOCAL 
REVENUE 



POTENTtAL 
YIELD AT 
10 HILL RATE 



$ 




% 




% 




IN RILLS 
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0.0 
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25.60 
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48 


4.3 
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21.5 


258 


67.7 


166 


30.8 


33.65 


49 


cl3 


36.3 


2T0 


6b.O 
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23.59 


44 


137 


27.7 


287 


56.9 
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15.0 
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17.5 
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58.6 
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0.0 
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69.1 


111 
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16.5 
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66.8 
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12.3 


310 


73.3 
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16.6 
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36 
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21.3 


270 


60.5 
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11.6 


15.63 
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82.8 
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 148 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* 



521980 

S 240.5 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS? 



I 




PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. • 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



$ 576 I 95TH PERCENTILE} 

468096 

$ 56.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. 
NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

additional cost* 



% 541 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

439917 

% 40.6 .MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 528 I BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 387060 

additional cost* ♦ 35.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPEND! TURE*....S 
NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

additional cost* 



491 I TOTH PERCENTILE) 

... 336868 

% 21.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 473 I 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 283897 

ADDITIONAL COST* * 16.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... S 453 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. 228916 

additional COST*..... 10.8 MILLION 



1 

« 




f 




195 



Sg8SS§SSgS8§88SS8S S S gggSS 



NlSSOUftt 



NUHBEA OF SCHOOL OtSTRICTS- M SCHOOL VtAR 

STATCMtOE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 7U 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** <>2I 
DISTRICT HINIPUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 2IS 
DISTRICT HAXIPUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1929 
RATIO OP HAXIHUN TO * 9.1 TO 1 



PPEI*} 

CLASS INTERVAL 



• 20C. 

3CO. 
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•* 5CO. 
6CCo 



•- TOO# 
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#« 000# 
1000# 
• ^ HOC# 
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#-^ i^cn# 
1500 # 
1600# 
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•* leoo# 

#- lOOC# 
#- 2000# 
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22C0# 
2300. 
#- 2400# 
#^ 2500# 
#' 2&C0# 



EACH t REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL OtS.AICt 
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10 
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AO 



$C 



6C 



ru 



«>ER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5#tH TO 95# TH PERCENTILES 

oiSTRiCi mifiimm per pupil expenditure*! 393 

DISTRICT PAXIPUH PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*! 8A8 

RATIO OF PAXiPUn TO 2#2 TO I 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES HlTHtN 10#TH TO 90#TH PERCENTILES 
OIStRtCr RlNlKIrt PER PUP’L EXPENDITURE*! AAT 
DISTRICT KAXIPUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! T8A 
RATIO OF HAXtMUW TO * * T.8 TO 1 
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ER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 644 SCHOOL TEAR 1969/70 

EMI0£ average FER pupil ERPENOITURE«t 716 

^ICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 621 
RICT HINIHUN PER PUPIL ERPENOITURE^S 213 
ftICT HAXIPUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1929 
3 OF HAXIHUH TO NtNlHUN * 9.1 TO 1 



• REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 60 SO 60 70 80 






*••• 






** 

•• 



**** 



20 30 60 SC 6C 70 80 

EXPENDITURES NITHIN S.TH TO 9S.TH PERCENTILES 
RICT nINIHUn PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 393 
RICT PAXtnin per pupil expenditure's 868 

0 OF PAXiHUn TO * 2.2 TO 1 

EXPENDITURES Ml THIN lO.TH TO 90»TH PERCENTILES 
RICT nlNlHIN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 667 
RICT KAXIPUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 786 
3 OF NAXIMUN TO NININUM 1.8 TO 1 
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PERCENT 
IN CLASS 
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MISSOURI 






DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 103 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N=S4 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINI MUM. a • • • ^2 





PPV(S) 

CLASS INTERVA^ 

0 



EACH represents ,1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 6 



.r^ 



la 



-370.- 

1508.- 

3387.- 

5265.- 

7143.- 

0021 .- 

10899.- 

12777.- 

14656.- 

16534.- 

18412.- 

20290.- 

22168.- 

24046.- 

25925.- 

2.1803.- 

2968i.- 

31*559.- 

33437.- 

35315.- 

37194.- 

39072.- 

40950.- 

42828.- 

44706.- 
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5265. 
7143. 
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14656. 
16534. 
13412. 
20290. 
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24046. 
25925. 
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37194. 
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409504 
42020. 
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10 20 30 40 50 6 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 9^\.TH PE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-S 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATIQN«»1 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION>$ 
orSTRiCT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N«S1 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 
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MISSOURI 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 103 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT average PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION=«$ 8783 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 1508 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$44706 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 
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EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL OISTRICT 
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PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-8 3851 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N-$17D86 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. - 4.4 TO 1 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
OISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-! 4517 
OISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N-$13107 
> RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.9 TO 1 
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STATE OF MISSOURI 














REVENUES 


OF .SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSf 


1968-9 










- 


REVENUES PER PUPIL 














TOTAL FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 








SCHUOL DISTRICT 
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$ 
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22. ( 








KUCKhUOO 


799 


16 2.1 


201 


25.- 








j PARKhAY 


893 


16 1.9 


215 


24. 








SPRINGHELO 


730 


52 7.2 


246 


33. 








BKUUKFILLU 


698 


51 7.3 


222 


31. 






’■ " ■ 1 


ROLLA 


734 


62 8.5 


24C 


32. 








FULTON 


808 


172 21.9 


274 


33. 








1 LEBANON 


694 


37 5.3 


229 


33. 


1 ■ ' 






MILLARD 


522 

I 


23 9.5 


245 


47. 








1 DEXTER 


728 


159 21.2 


226 


31. 






' 1 


KENNETT 


707 


129 18.3 


258 


36. 








BELTON 


890 : 


221 29.9 


316 


35. 






■ /,;/; 


naynesville 


790 


359 95.5 


302 


38. 


o 
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STATE OF MISSOURI 

UES OF SEL6CTEO SCHOOL DISTRICTSf l968-<> 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 

rate potential 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 
FOR LOCAL 10 MILL RATE 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

i 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


FOR LOCAL 
revenue 

IN MILLS 


10 MILL RATE 

$ 


12 


0.6 


198 


9. 7 


1827 


89.6 


GO 

. 

o 


447 


35 


3.3 


187 


17.3 


859 


79.4 


52.10 


165 


82 


9.5 


200 


23. 1 


585 


67.4 


41.84 


139 


90 


10.7 


203 


24.0 


554 


65.3 


46*06 


120 


77 


8.6 


197 


22. C 


623 


69.4 


51.86 


120 


16 


2.1 


2Cl 


25.2 


581 


72.7 


53.03 


109 


16 


1.9 


215 


24. 1 


661 


7^.0 


68.75 


95 


52 


7.2 


246 


33. 8 


43C/ 


59.0 


50.34 


6 


51 


7.3 


222 


31.8 


424 


60.9 


53.54 


1 


62 


8.5 


240 


32.7 


432 


58.8 


56.49 


172 


21.4 


274 


33.9 


361 


44.7 


55.53 


65 

1 


37 


5.3 


229 


33.1 


42 7 


61.6 


66.79 


64 : 


23 


4.5 


245 


47.0 


253 


48.4 


44.54 


50 


154 


21.2 


226 


31.1 , 


347 


47.7 


65. 14 


53 


129 


18.3 


258 


36. 5 


319 


45.2 


65.77 


48 


221 


24.9 


316 


35«5 


352 


39.6 


83.48 


42 


359 


45.5 


302 


36.3 


128 


16.3 


85.27 


15 



I 
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STvATE OF MISSOURI 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 644 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 899117 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- $ 619.3 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. 853 < 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBEP OF PUPILS* 801965 

ADDITIONAL COST*.. ..........rS 143.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 808 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* «•' 732265 

ADDITIONAL COST* «..$ LOT. I MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE*....$ 805 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. 636470 

ADDITIONAL COST*. $ 105.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 734 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 381901 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 61.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 706 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 490204 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 46.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 667 C 50TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS* 403510 

ADDITIONAL COST*...... ! 28.7 MILLION 

/ 
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MONTANA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 700 

cTiTRUTnE JlVFRAGE PER PUPIL EXPE NDIT U HE= $ 822 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITUHE=$ 1253 
PER PUPIL EXPENDITUHE=S 467 
PER PUPIL EXPSNDITORE=$ 8515 
TO MINIMUM 



PPE($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 



100.- 


200. 


200.- 


300. 


300.- 


400. 


400.- 


500. 


500.- 


600. 


600.- 


7 00. 


700.- 


800. 


800.- 


900. 


900.- 


1000. 


1000.- 


1100. 


1100.- 


1200. 


1200.- 


1300. 


1300.- 


1400. 


1400.- 


1500. 


1500.- 


1600. 


1600.- 


1700. 


1700.- 


1800. 


1800.- 


19 00. 


1900.- 


2000. 


2000.- 


2100. 


2100.- 


2200. 


2200. - 


2300. 


2300*- 


2400. 


2400.- 


2500. 


2500.- 


8515. 



*4i4i4i«4i 

******* 

y>i4t# 0$i0i^***** 

00 0 * **************** ****** 
0000 ************************ 
0000 ************************ 
00 000 * 000 ******************* 
000 0 ************************ 



0000000 ************************ 

0000000 ************************** 



0000 ***************************** 

000000 **************************^ 

000000000000 ********************^ 

000000 ******^'^**** 

0000000000 



000 000 00000 **************************** 
0000 ************************ 
000000 *** 0 ****** 

000 0 **************** 



00000000000 ****** 

0000000 ************ 

0000000 ******* 

0000 ***** 

00000000 

00000000 



** 

00*00 

00 0 00 0000000 *************^^'^'^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 

10 20 30 <»0 50 6 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES ilTHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL BXPEMDITURE=S 623 
district maximum per PUPIL EXPEMDITURB=$ 2544 i 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... * 

per pupil EXPENDITURES HITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®! 680 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®! 2066 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 



203 
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HONTAN& 

MONBBR OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 700 SCHOOL YEAH 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITUHE=$ 822 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 1253 
DISTRICT HINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITORE=$ 467 
DISTRICT SAXinON PER PUPIL EXPENDITOHE=$ 8515 
RATIO OF MAXinUM TO HINIHUH =^18.2 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



60 70 80 



«*4i4i4i«4******** 

*****»**********ifi|i** ***************••••• ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦***♦ 
********************** ♦*♦♦♦*♦*•***♦••••********♦***♦***♦•••****♦*♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 
**** 

♦ *♦***♦♦♦*••**••♦••***********•*♦♦•••♦•♦♦♦♦*♦♦♦♦♦♦•♦♦<' ♦•*•*•***** 
*******♦*♦•***«♦•••**♦**<>*****•****•••••••<=♦••♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦<'♦• 

************* ♦<!•♦•** *****«■*♦*••***••••••♦♦ •♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦•♦♦♦'''•••***'^** 

4i 4i 4i 4i 4i 4i 4 ****♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦******** t * 

4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4i.it ♦♦ 

4i 4 i4c4i 4iic4i 41*4414141 4i«444 4**« ********* 

****************^*** 

******** 

************ 

********* 

:*********** 

\****** 

t* 






$****************^*** ************* 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 

>ER POPIL EXPENDITURES 0ITHIN 5*TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MIHIWUH PER PUPIL BXPBNDITURE=$ 623 
DISTRICT HAXIHOH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 2544 
RATIO OP HAXIWOH TO WINIMOH..... * 4.1 TO 1 

?ER POPIL EXPENDITURES RITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT HIHiaUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITHH E=$ 600 

DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 2066 
RATIO OF HAXIHUH TO MIMIHUH •= 3.0 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

6 . 

23. 

59. 

92. 

73. 

65. 

73. 

45. 

38. 

39. 

28. 

16. 

20 . 

17. 

19. 

14. 

9. 

8 . 

8 . 

2 . 

5. 

41. 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.9 

3.3 

8.4 
13.1 

10.4 

9.3 , 

10.4 

6.4 

5.4 
5o6 

4.0 . _ 

. 2.3^ 

2.9 

2 . 4 
2.7 

2.0 
1.3 
1.1 
1.1 
0.3 
0.7 

5.9 



r 6 
^ERIC 
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MONTANA 



( _ 



'// ‘ 



//■ • 



o 

ERIC 



niSPARITIFS IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER P 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 31 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 
MIN IMUM 
MAXIMUM 
MAX IMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED AS 
PER PUPIL EQUAL IZED AS 
PEP PUPIL EQUALIZED AS 
TO MINIMUM 



PPV( * > 



CLASS INTERVAL 




2743.- 


3015. 


n 


3015.- 


3287. 




3237.- 


3559. 




3559.- 


3031. 




3031.- 


4103. 


♦♦♦ 


4103.- 


4375. 


til 


4375.- 


4646. 


tt 


4646.- 


4910. 


♦♦♦ 


491B.- 


519C. 


ttt* 


5190.- 


5462. 


t / 


5462.- 


5734. 




5734.- 


6006. 




6006.- 


6270. 


t 


6278.- 


655C. 


t- ' 


6550.- 


6621. 


t- 


.^,6021.- 
/ >^093.- 


7093. 


t 


7365. 


♦ 


^365.- 


7637. 






790q. 




7909.- 


8101. 




8101.- 


8453. 


t 


0453.- 


8725. 


t 


0725.- 


8996. 




8996.- 


9260. 




9260.- 


9540. 


t 






n 



EACH ♦ 



ID 



REPRESENTS 1 
20 3D 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

40 



5r 



10 



30 



40 



50 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED AS 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED AS 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..... 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED AS 
MAXIMUM fFR PUPIL EQUALIZED AS 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 
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MONTANA 



nrSPARITIFS IN PROPERTY VALUATION PPR PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 31 



SCHOOL YFAR 1968/6? 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PFR PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALIJAT ION=$ 5117 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUP I L EQUAL IZED ASSESSED VALUATION^* 3*15 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 9?60 
RATIO OF MAXIMIJM TO MINIMUM 3.1 TO 1 



EACH ♦ represents 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



20 .30 60 50 60 70 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95, TH PERCFNTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=t 3233 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 8333 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.6 TO I 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN IP.TH TO 90. TH PERCFNTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*t 3526 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL (iOUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 7?25 



PERCENT 

FREOItFNCY IN CLASS 

o.r 

2. 6.5 

2. 6.5 

1. 3.2 

3. 9.7 

5. 16.1 

2. 6.5 

3. 9,7 

A. 12.9 

1 . 3.2 

D . 0,0 

D. 0.0 

1. 3.2 

1 . 3.2 

1. 3.2 

I. 3.2 

1. 3.2 

0 . 0,0 

0,0 

o.r. 

1. 3.2 

1. 3.2 

0 , 0.0 

fi. C'.o 

1 . 3.2 



RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



2.0 TO 1 
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STATE 


OF MONTANA 
















5^vE VENUES 


OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 


1968-9 














REVENUES PER PUPIL 
















TOTAL FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCE 










SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


$ 




% 












CHOUTEAU 


682 


39 


5.7 


40 


i 










CARBON 


1153 


84 


7.3 


173 


1 f 










DANDERS 


625 


55 


8.9 


68 


n 










BEAVERHEADS 


541 


41 


7.7 


69 


\i 










FERGUS 


646 


51 


8.0 


160 


2^ 










BIG HORN 


565 


155 


27.5 


101 


i: 










DEER LODGE 


788 


38 


4.9 


123 


i* 








. 


j RICHLAND 


611 


36 


5.9 


160 


2i 










PARK 


640 


42 


6.6 


173 


2 










YELLOWSTONE 


587 


21 


3.7 


137 


2: 










1 LEWIS G CLARK 


676 


54 


8.1 


138 


2i 




■ •, 






HILL 


716 


83 


11.7 


164 


2; 










1 BLAINE 


795 


241 


30.3 


T4 


2 : 


(? 








I FLATHEAD 


565 


29 


5.3 


165 


2 ^ 








.. ■ ■ 


1 CASCADE 


637 


81 


12.7 


163 


2! 










VALLEY 


553 


93 


16.8 


177 


3 ; 










LINCOLN 


557 


96 


17.4 


160 


21 


9 

O 

ERIC 
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STATE OF MONTANA 



6VENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRlCTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PFR PUPIL 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 



^^ERIC 



PROPERTY TAX 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 



LOCAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 



121 



208 



POTENTIAL 
YIELO AT 
10 MILL RATE 



1 




1 




$ 




IN MILLS 


1 


39 


5.7 


40 


6.0 


603 


08.3 


65.06 


92 


84 


7.3 


173 


15.0 


R95 


77.7 


107.53 


83 


55 


8.9 


68 


11.0 


500 


80.1 


71.27 


70 


41 


7«*7 


69 


12.9 


429 


79.4 


67.34 


63 


51 


8.0 


160 


24.8 


434 


67.2 


80.12 


54 


155 


27.5 


lOI 


17.9 


308 


54.6 


61.39 


50 


38 


4.9 


123 


15.6 


626 


79.5 


126.49 


49 


36 


5.9 


160 


26.3 


4 14 


67.8 


36.56 


47 


42 


6.6 


173 , 

A 


27*0 


424 


66.3 


93.06 


45 


21 


3.7 


137 


23.4 


428 


72.9 


98.55 


43 


54 


6.1 


138 


2 0.5 


463 


71.5 


112.83 


42 


83 


11.7 


164 


22.9 


468 


65.4 


111.25 


42 


?4l 


30.3 


174 


21.9 


379 


47.7 


94.08 


40 


29 


5.3 


165 


29.3 


369 


65.4 


94.23 


39 


81 


12.7 


163 


25.6 


392 


61.6 


111.39 


35 


93 


16.8 


177 


32.0 


283 


51.2 


85.76 


33 


96 


17.4 


160 


2 8.8 


300 


53.9 


99.66 


30 
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STATE OF MONTANA 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 700 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT- 1.62442 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE 162.1 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$1807 I 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS 146195 

ADDITIONAL COST= $ 127.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$1358 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 138045 

ADDITIONAL COST= $ 62.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....'^1148 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 120580 

ADDITIONAL COST>=i. $ 34.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$1016 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 105511 

ADDITIONAL COST= $ 19.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITUF<Ea,..,i 991 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. 89253 

ADDITIONAL COST*.. $ 17.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 900 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 70993 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 9.5 MILLION 
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NEBRASKA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTPICTS= 14 10 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 527 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=S 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXP EN DITUP E=S 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... 



736 

274 

3417 



= 12.4 



\ 





PPF (S) 

CLASS INTERNAL 

0 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 



60 



I 

I 




100.- 


200. 


200.- 


300. 


300.- 


400. 


400.- 


500. 


500.- 


600. 


600.- 


700. 



700.- 


800. 


800.- 


900. 


900.- 


1000. 


1000.- 


1 100. 


1100.- 


1200. 


1200.- 


1 300. 


1300.- 


1400. 


1400.- 


1500. 


1500.- 


1600. 


1600. - 


1700. 


1700.- 


1800. 


1800.- 


1900. 


1900.- 


2000. 


2000.- 


2100. 


2100.- 


2200. 


2200.- 


2300. 


2300.- 


2400. 


2400.- 


2500. 


2500.- 


34 17. 



\ 




♦ 



♦ ♦ 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILE 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 3B8 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1357 



RATIO OP maximum TO MINIMUM. 



= 3. 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILIi 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 421 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1102 
•RATIO OP MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 2. 



21 n 
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NEBRASKA 

"B OF SCHOOL DISTPICTS-- 14 10 SCHOOL YEAR lOf.O/YO 

EWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIt EXPENDITIIRE = J 527 

PICT AVERAGE PER PttPIL EXPF,NDITORE=t 736 
RICT niNinUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=J 274 
PICT NAXIMUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=t 3417 
3 OP (lAXinUM TO MINIMUM = 12.4 TO 1 



♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 BO 



***************** 
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«« « 















«««t« ^ « 






20 30 



40 50 60 



70 



. EXPBNDITURKS WITHIN 5.TU TO 95. TH PRRCHNTILES 
PRICT niNinUM PER PUPIL BXPRMDITURBwS .380 
tRTCT HAXIflOn PER PUPIL RXPEN0IT0RP“S 1357 

:o OP HAXIM 0 H to minimum * 3.5 to i 



:* EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
rPlCT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*? 421 
rPICT MAXIaMUM per pupil expenditure*? 1102 

ro OP MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 

Q 123 



ERIC 



80 



PERCENT 

FPROOKNCY IN CLASS 



0. 


0.0 


6. 


0.4 


82. 


5. 8 


208. 


1U.R 


24 0. 


17. 0 


274. 


14,4 



195. 


13.8 


123. 


B.7 


82. 


5. 8 


54, 


3.8 


38. 


2.7 


28. 


2.0 


13. 


0.9 


12. 


0.9 


18. 


^ 3 


7. 


0.5 


4. 


0. n 


2. 


0. 1 


3. 


0.2 


4. 


0. 3 


3. 


0.2 


5. 


0.4 


2. 


0. 1 


0. 


0.0 


7. 


0.5 




2.6 TO 1 



NEBRASKA 



UtSPARITtES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 25 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ECUAIIZEO ASSESSE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 




PPVI$) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



575.- 
266A.- 
475A.- 
68AA.- 
0933.- 
11023.- 
13113.- 
15202.- 
17292 
19381.- 
21A71.- 
23561.- 
25650.- 
277AO.- 
29830.- 
31919 .- 
/ 5>^009.- 

/ 36099.“ 

V i0>.88.- 
A0278.- 
42367.- 
44457.- 
465A7.- 
46636.- 
50726.- 



2664. 

4754. 


♦ 


6844. 

8933. 

11023. 


♦ 


13113. 


♦ 


15202. 

17292. 

19381. 




21471. 




23561. 




25650. 




27740. 




29830. 


♦ 


31919. 

34009. 




36099. 

38188. 

40278. 




42367. 

44457. 

46547. 

48636. 




50726. 

52816. 






0 



EACH * REPRESENTS ). SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



10 20 30 40 50 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5. 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESS! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSI 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSI 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESS! 
RATIU OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 
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NEBRASKA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 25 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 10N«S26221 

DISTRICT KINIRUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«$ 2664 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 10N*$50726 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM -19.0 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL OISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 60 



10 20 30 40 50 60 



70 



70 



80 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

2 . 

2 . 

4. 

4. 

2 . 

1 . 

0 . 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

3. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

0 , 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

4.0 

0.0 

0.0 

4.0 

4.0 
0.0 
0.0 

8.0 
8.0 

16.0 

16.0 

8.0 

4.0 

0.0 

8.0 
0.0 
0.0 

12.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

4.0 

0.0 

4.0 



>ER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 05. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT lON-S 10401 

OISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 1 0N-S39363 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 3.8 TO 1 

fER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
OISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VAL UAT I0N-$1 1798 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION-i388 18 

, RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 
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STATE 


OF NEBRASKA 








REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTSi 








revenues PER PUPIL 






SCHOOL DISTRICT 


TOTAL 

i 


FEDERAL I 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

t < 


AMOUNT 

i 




MILLARD 


865 


40 


4.7 


lOl 




RALSTON 


775 


29 


3.8 


101 




KESTSIDE VIA OMAHA 


870 


45 


5.2 


104 




YORK 


669 


22 


3.3 


U7 




OMAHA 


575 


51 


8.9 


88 




COLUMBUS 


785 


47 


6.0 


84 




LINCOLN 


766 


80 


10.5 


124 


I 


FREMONT 


583 


27 


4.B 


73 




HASTINGS 


791 


50 


6.4 


131 




NEBRASKA CITY 


681 


49 


7.3 


lie 


■ 


NORTH PLATTE 


585 


24 


4.3 


103 




I HOLDREGE 


810 


23 


2.9 


53 


f ' 


LEXINGTON 


653 


29 


4.5 


116 




ALLIANCE 


83? 


94 


11.3 


141 




PAPILLION 


658 


96 


14.7 


127 


"'i 


PLATTSMOUTH 


493 


70 


14.4 


103 


1 


BELLEVUE 


528 


237 


45.0 


95 








125 

214 






1968-9 



STATE 

PER 



STATE OF NEBRASKA 



REVENUES r>F SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1960-9 

revenues per pupil 

PROPERTY TAX 



TAt 

% 


FHOERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

% 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN HILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

1 


B6 5 


40 


4.7 


lOl 


11.7 


724 


03.7 


AO. 80 

1 


177 


775 


29 


3.0 


lOl 


13.0 


645 


03.1 


39.07 


165 


B70 


45 


5.2 


104 


12.0 


720 


82.8 


52.31 


137 


669 


22 


3.3 


117 


17.6 


529 


79.2 


39.00 


135 


575 


51 


8.9 


88 


15.4 


435 


75.7 


36.61 


118 


705 


47 


6.0 


84 


10.8 


653 


83.2 


55.63 


117 


766 


80 


10.5 


124 


16.2 


562 


73.4 


54.05 


104 


583 


2? 


4.8 


73 


12.7 


481 


82.6 


51.63 


93 


791 


50 


6.4 


131 


T6.6 


609 


76.9 


68.73 


88 


68K 


49 


7.3 


IL8 


17.4 


512 


75.3 


60.27 


8 5 


585 


24 


4.3 


103 


17.6 


457 


78.1 


57.16 


80 


RIO 


23 


2.9 


53 


6.6 


733 


90.5 


94.51 


77 


653 


29 


4.5 


116 


17.0 


507 


77.6 


68.44 


74 


837 


94 


n.3 


141 


16.9 


602 


71.9 


92.67 


64 


658 


96 


14.7 


127 


19.4 


434 


66.0 


68.18 


63 


A93 


70 


14.4 


103 


20.9 


319 


6^.7 


77.30 


41 


528 


237 


45.0 


95 


18.0 


195 


37.0 


57. 19 


34 
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STATf: OF NEBRASKA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL 0 1 STR I CTS-1410 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT- 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- 



328629 

$ 210.2 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS? 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
NUMBER OF PUPILS-.... 
ADDITIONAL COST- 



....8 893 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

29S6B5 

8 79.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
NUMBER OF PUPILS-.... 
ADDITIONAL COST...... 



....8 786 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

......... 279190 

8 48.3 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-... 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 

ADDITIONAL COST- 



8 676 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 
245949 

!!!!.. ....^...8 19.2 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-... 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 

ADDITIONAL COST- 



8 644 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

..... 193838 

8 11.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
NUMBER OF PUPILS-.... 
ADDITIONAL C0ST'=^ 



....8 638 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

......... 174373 

$ 10.5 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
NUMBER OF PUPILS-.... 
ADDITIONAL COST- 



....8 621 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

147734 

...8 7.7 MILLION 
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NEVADA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 17 
STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITUR 














PPE( $) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- ACO. 

400.- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 

700.- 800. ♦ 

800.- 900. ♦♦♦*♦ 

900.- 1000. ♦♦♦ 

1000 .- 1100 . *♦♦♦ 

1100 .- 1200 . ** 

1200.- 1300. 

1300.- lAOO. 

1400.- 1500. 

1500.- 1600. 

1600.- 1700. ♦♦ 

1700.- 1800. 

1800.- 1900. 

1900.- 2000. 

2000 .- 2100 . 

2100 .- 2200 . 

2200.- 2300. 

2300.- 2400. 

2400.- 2500. 

2500.- 2600. 



4J3.33S O - 73 • e 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
DISTRICT MNIRUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM, 



10 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 40 



10 20 30 40 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95, 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITUR 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITUR 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITUR 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITUR 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



217 
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NEVADA 



NUMBER or- SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 17 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE=$ 76A 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOI TUR E=$ 1033 
DISTRICT MNIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE = $ 7A6 

OISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE=$ 1678 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



2. 2 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO 50 60 70 



'■* 



10 2 0 30 AO 50 60 70 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
OISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 7A6 
OISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 1612 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 2.2 TO 1 



PER 



I 



PUPIL EXPENOITURES 
OISTRICT MINIMUM 
OISTRICT MAXIMUM 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM 



WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH ‘'ERCENTILE 
PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 820 
PER PUPIL EXPEN01TURE=$ 1162 
TO MINIMUM 1. 



S 



A TO 1 



60 



60 



(FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

5 . 

3 . 

A. 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
5.9 
29. A 
17.6 
23.5 
11.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
11.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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NEVADA 



DISPAKITieS IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 9 S( 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 


PER 


PUPIL 


ASS 


MINIMUM 


PER 


PUPIL 


ASS 


MAXIMUM 


PER 


PUPIL 


ASS 


MAXIMUM 


TO 


MINIMUM... 



ESSED VALUATION=$l372i 
ESSED VALUAriON=$ 514 
ESSED VALUATION=$2052< 





PPV($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

C 

4473.- 5142. 

5142.- 5811. * 

5811.- 6480. 

6460.- 7148. 

7148.- 7817. 

7817.- 8486. 

8486.- 9155. 

9155.- 9824. 

9824.- 10493. ♦ 
1C493.- 11162. 
11162.- 11831. *** 
llbM.- 12500. 
125t';.- 13169. 
13169.- 13838. 
13838.- 145C7. 
14507.- 15l75>i 
^15175.- 15844. 
.15844.- 16513. 
16513.- 17182. * 
17182.- 17851. * 
•17851.- 18520. 
18520.- 19189. ♦ 
19189.- 19858. 
19858.- 20527. 

21196. ♦ 

0 



EACH << REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
in 20 30 40 50 



10 20 



30 40 



50 




60 



60 
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STATE OF NEVADA 







REVENUES OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL 


DISTRICTSf 


1968-9 








REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 






SCHOOL DISTRICT 


TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

* 


AMOUNT 

S 


STATE 

PERCENT 




HUHBOLT 


993 


82 


8.3 


269 


27.1 




ELKO 


914 


78 




265 


29.0 




LYON 


928 


19 


2.1 


324 


34#9 


;’ 


WASHOE 


033 


31 


3.8 


213 


25.6 




CLARK 


762 


53 


7. 0 


262 


34# 4 


■■ ■ > ‘ ' . ; 


WHITE PINE 


■ 862 


67 


7.8 


364 


42.3 




CARSON CITY 


759 


49 


6.5 


364 


48# 1 


‘ ^ ' 


CHURCHILL 


807 ■ 


85 


10.6 


386 


47# 8 


A;. •- ■■>■ .*" ; ' ■ 


MINERAL 


019 


; -:261 ,/y :;■ 


31.9 


401 


49.0 












•>■' • V' ■ ■, •• .'T 



o' : 
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STATE OF NEVADA 

EVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS. 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



FEDERAL STATE 



AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

S 


PERCENT 


82 


8*3 


269 


27.1 


78 


8*6 


265 


29.0 


19 


2.1 


324 


34.9 


31 


3«8 


213 


25.6 


53 




262 


34.4 


67 


7.8 




<2.3 


49 


6.5 


364 


48.1 


85 


10.6 


386 


47.8 


261 


31.9 


401 


49.0 



PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 

NEC-ESSARY YIELD AT 

LOCAL FOR LOCAL 10 HILL RATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT REVENUE 

$ IN MILLS $ 

642 64.6 

571 62.4 

585 63.0 

588 70.6 

446 38.6 

430 49.9 

344 v:, 45.4 

336 41.6 

156 19.1 



31.30 205 

30.06 189 

33.89 172 

34.82 169 

37.77 118 

37.56 114 

30.60 112 

33.13 101 

30.43 51 




I 



i 








iSLisas 



STATE OF NEVADA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 17 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 113879 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* % 97.9 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....il004 I 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 102051 

ADDITIONAL COST* 15.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^^.... $ 929 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 96318 

ADDITIONAL COST* S B. 1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 057 I BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 67522 

ADDITIONAL COST* i 1*3 MILLIOL 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 857 I 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*........ 67522 

ADDITIONAL COST* ....! 1.3 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 838 I BOTH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF o 

ADDITIONAL COST*....... ••! 0.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 838 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 0 

ADDITIONAL COST*......... 0.0 MILLION 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 



NUMBER UF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 159 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEN 01 TURE^S 692 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=$ 593 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITUR£=$ 280 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXP ENO 1TURE= $ 1356 
RATIO UF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 




PPE($» 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

ICC.- 200. 

2C0,- 30C. ♦ 

300.- AOCi. ^>******* 

400.- 50C. *4i4c4c4i(t)(:4'***«*4i*4i*^«4E4^**********«** 

500.- 6C0. ♦♦♦*i4c*******>;**-^***********************4,**<i^<i<i<i 

600.- 700. >»4i4i^4ntc4<:4[^4i4[i^4[i(t4[4[4i4i4c4c4i4i4[4[itt4c4c4i4i/^4i««4i4r4i4i4c4i4i 

7C0.- 600. 

800.- 900. ****** 

90t.- lOOC. ♦ 

ICCC.- llCC. * 

1100 .- 1200 . 

1200.-1300. ♦ 

1300.- lAOO. * 

1900.- X5C0. 

1500.- 1600. 

160C.- 1700. 

1700.- 1800. 

1600.- 1900. 

19C0.- 2C0C. 

20CC.- 2 ICO. 

2100.- 22C0. 

2200.- 2300. 

2300.- 29CC. 

2400.- 2500. 

25C0.- 2600. 

C 10 2u 30 40 50 6 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.fH TO 95. TH PERCENT! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL‘EXPENOITURE=$ 373 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 819 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM. . . . . ^ 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN iOiTH. TO 90. TH PERCENTI 
DISTRICTvMINIMUM.PER PUPIL EXPENOrrURE=S 429 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=S 747 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM......;...... = 







EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 3C 40 50 6 



NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 159 SCHOOL YEAR 1959/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 592 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=A 593 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITUR6=$ 280 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND1TURE=S 1355 
RATIO DF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = A. 8 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
U’J 20 3C 40 50 



**4c*«*****«***i»*4i ******** 
************************************** 
******************************** 
********* 



10 ■ 20 30 40 50 



PERCENT 



FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.6 


6. 


5.0 


34^ 


21.4 


47. 


29.6 


41. 


25.8 


18. 


11.3 


6. 


3.8 


1. 


0.6 


1. 


0.6 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.6 


1. 


0.6 


Q. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0- r 


0. 


0.0 


C. 


o.c 


0. 


0.0 


C. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


o 


0.0 


u. 


0.0 


c. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 



60 70 BO 



ER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=S 373 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 814 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM......... ..= 2.2 TO 1 



EH PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN, 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
, DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=» 424 , 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ ] 7 ^ 7 : ^ 
j RATIO OF HAXIMUM TO MI N IHUM* •••••••••••••••• ••* l<s0 TO 1 



if) 6 , 

f^ERlC; 



.1.31 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 22 



SCHQOI 



DISTRICT AVERAGE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUOIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



VALUATION 
VALUATION 
VALUATION 
4*5 TO 



PPVCS) 



r 






CLASS INTERVAL 

i 




17311,- 


20409* 




20409.- 


23508. 


♦ 


23508.- 


26607* 




26607.- 


29705* 




29705,- 


32804* 




32804.- 


35903* 


♦ 


35903,- 


39001* 




39001.- 


42100* 


♦ 


42100,- 


45199* 




45199.- 


48298* 




48298,- 


51396* 




51396.- 


54495* 




54495.- 


57594* 




57594.- 


60692* 




60692.- 


63791* 


\ * 


1T379I.- 


66890* 




66890.- 


699R8* 




Jg9988.- 


73087* 




73087,- 


76185* 




76185.- 


79284* 




79284.- 


82383* 




82383.- 


65481* 




85481.- 


88580* 




88580,- 


91679* 




91679,- 


94777* 


« - 



HACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 



50 



50 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER PUPIL EOUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION^ 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED. ASSESSED VALUATION^ 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINI MUM. 2.0 TO ' 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90, TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION^ 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION’ 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM. 1 *6 TO 
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! 



NEM HAMPSHIRE 

OISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 22 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=»34022 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PFR PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$20409 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=»91679 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ^.5 TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 



20 3D 40 50 60 



FREQUENCY 

70 8P 

0. 

1 . 

6 . 

5. 

3. 

1 . 

2 . 

1 . 

0 . 

c , 

1 . 

1. 

0 . 

0 . 

D. 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

n. 

0 . 

0 . 

C. 

1. 

70 80 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=»24110 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N*»4896l 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINI MUM. ^ 2 ; 0 TO I 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N»»24578 
i DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N»*40D89 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM. ^ 1 .6 TO 1 
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('i ;"y 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

O.D 
4.5 
27.3 
22.7 
13.6 
4.5 
9.1 
4.5 
0.0 
0.0 
4.5 
4.5 
0.0 
o.n 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
4. 5 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 

BERLIN 

GOFFSTOHN 

CONCORO 

CONTOOCOOK VALLEY 
DOVER 

FALL NT. REGIONAL 
GOV. WENTWORTH REG 
LACONIA 
LEBANON 

MERRIMACK VALLEY 
WHITE NTS. REGIONA 
MONAONOCK REGIONAL 
ROCHESTER 
S ALEN 

TIMBERLANE REGIONA 

MANCHESTER 

NASHUA 



STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OiSTRICTl, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

S 


AMOUNT 

S 


STATE 

PERCENT 


897 


24 


2.7 


28 


3.2 


642 


70 


10.9 


13 


2.1 


488 


46 


9.5 


9 


1.9 


906 


52 


5.8 


20 


2.3 


723 


12 


1.7 


10 


1.6 


683 


34 


5.0 


8 


1.3 


799 


36 


4.6 


9 


1.2 


738 


11 


1.5 


7 


1.0 


771 


80 


10.4 


17 




730 


96 


13.3 


60 


‘ 8.2 


739 


22 


3.0 


41 


5.6 


693 


28 


4.1 


31 


4.5 


967 


60 


6.3 


90 


9.4 


783 


23 


3.0 


120 


15.3 


735 


17 


2.4 


124 


17.C 


706 


15 


2.2 


110 


15.6 


704 


25 


3.7 


141 


20 .r 



STATE OP 


NEW 


HAMPSHIRE 












ES OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL DISTRICTS! 


1968-9 










REVENUES 


PER 


PUPIL 












PEOERAL 

AHOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 

FOR LOCAL 10 MILL RATE 

REVENUE 

IN MILLS $ 


24 


2.T 


28 


3.2 


844 


94.1 


9.21 


916 


TO 


10.9 


13 


2.1 


558 


8T.0 


11.41 


489 


46 


9.5 


9 


1«9 


432 


88.6 


10.80 


400 


52 


5.8 


20 


2.3 \ 


833 


91.9 


21.16 


393 


12 


l-iT 


10 


1.4 


TIO 


96.9 


19.59 


362 


34 


5.0 


8 


1.3 


640 


93. T 


IT. 69 


362 


36 


4.6 


9 


1.2 


T53 


94.3 


23.92 


314 


11 


1.5 


T 


1.0 


T19 


9T.5 


23.44 


30T 


80 


10.4 


IT 


2.3 


6T3 


8T.3 


22.89 


294 \ 


96 


13.3 


60 


8.2 


5T3 


T8.5 


20.45 


2 80 1 


22 


3.0 


41 


5«6 


675 


91.4 


24.50 


2T5 


28 


4. 1 


31 


4.5 


633 


91.4 


23.11 


2T4 


6C 


6.3 


90 


9.4 


815 


84.3 


31.11 


262 


23 


3.0 


120 


15.3 


639 


81.6 


25. 3T 


252 


IT 


?,.4 


124 


IT.O 


593 


80. T 


24.13 


245 


15 


:>.2 


110 


15.6 


580 


; 82.2 


24.09 


241 


25 


3.T 


141 


20.0 


53T 


T6.3 


26.35 


204 


O 

ERLC 




5V:v 

^ -133 ' 


'.H 




a:> 

CM 










STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 159 
TOTAL 149258 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* S 91.9 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. 764 ( S5TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 133S42 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... S 20.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 739 ( 90TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 121791 

ADDITIONAL COST*.......... 16.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 689 ( BOTH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 111077 

ADDITIONAL COST* 11*1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 655 ( 7CTH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 94977 

ADDITIONAL $ 7.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 612 ( 60TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 81196 

ADDITIONAL COST* ^ 3*6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 594 ( 50TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*..... 67129 

ADDITIONAL COST* ....$ 2.3 MILLION 







NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 580 



STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE-i 96 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=i 81 
DISTRICT PIMMUM PER PUPIL EXP END ITURE=i 46 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=> 287i 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PPE ( i) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

100 .- 200 . 

200.- 30C. 

300.- 400. 

400.- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 



♦ 



700.- 800. 



800.- 900. 



900.- 1000. 
1000.- HOC. 
1100.- 120C. 
12C0.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. 
17C0.- 1800. 
1800.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000 .- 2100 . 
2100 .- 2200 . 
2200.- 2 300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 2877. 



* 




EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



******************************** ******** 

*t^** ******************************************** 
* « 4 > 4 > * * 4 > « « * * * * * * * * * * * 

4>*4i«4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4i64i4i4i4i«4i4i4i4i4i«4i4i4i4i4i4i4>4>4>4>4>4>4>4>4>4>4>**4i** 
4> * 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> « 4> 4> *4i 4> 4> * 4> *¥*41 **41 *4i 4> * 4> 4> 4> 4> 4> *<<***«* 4> « 

¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥************************************** 
¥¥¥¥¥¥¥*¥**¥**¥*«**********¥****** 

¥4 *¥¥4i¥¥¥¥¥4'.¥¥**¥¥ ************** **************** 
************************************ 

********** 



10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERC 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE-3 . 57 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE-I 111 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. . 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERC 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE-S 60 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE-S, 104 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO HI NIMUM. ............... . 
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NEW JERSEY 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 580 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*?* 963 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*!, 811 
DISTRICT f'ININUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®* 404 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^-!. 2B76 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM i...= 5.9 TO 1 



j PERCENT 

EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT FREQUENCY IN CLASS 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 





0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




4* 


0.7 




52* 


9.0 


t******************************************^*^'‘*f *********************** 


108* 


18.6 




♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦* ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 


144* 


24.8 


*♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦**♦♦♦♦***♦*♦*** *♦*♦♦***♦♦♦♦*>>** »**♦***♦♦* 


*********************************************************************** 


122« 


21*0 


********************************* 




72# 


12*4 




44. 


7 .6 




1 8 • 


3.1 




6 • 


1.0 




5* 


0.9 




i. 


0.2 




2. 


0.3 




1. 


0.2 


1 


0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




0* 


0.0 




0* 


0.0 




1. 


0.2 


10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

•R PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 



DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-I S73 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXP ENOITURE«t 1112 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM*. ....■ 1*9 TO 1 

:R PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-! 604 , 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-! 1041 
1 RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. ■ 1.7 TO I 



NEW JERSEY 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 170 S 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUAUZED ASSESSED VALU/i 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU^ 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU< 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM,,,.. .......lO,; 




PPV($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 60 



6690.- 11387, 
11387.- 16C85, 
160B5.- 20702, 
20702.- 25A79, 
25479,- 30176, 
30176.- 34073, 
34873.- 39570, 
39570.- 44267, 
44267.- 48965, 
40965.- 53662, 
53662,- 50359, 



^ 4 ************* 

********************** 

m*********************** 

m***^***************‘***** 

*ti**>ii***************’*‘*********** 

*********** 

**** 

****** 





i 50359.- 
63056.- 
67753.- 
72450.- 
^77147.- 
'01045.- 
. 06542.- 
91239,- 
95936.- 
100633.- 
105330.- 
110027,- 
114724.- 
119422,- 



63 056, 
67753, 
72450, 
77147, 
81045, 
86542, 
91239, 
95936, 
100633, 
1C5330, 
11C027, 
114724, 
119422, 
124119, 



***** 

**<$ 

**. 

** 




* 

0 



10 20 30 40 50 60 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5,TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM,,. 4. 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10, TH TO 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM,,. * 2. 
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n:w jersey 

SPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

IMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 178 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

STRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL J.QUALIZEO ASSESSED VALUATlON=$ 36300 

[SniCT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 1 1387 

[STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION = $119422 

iTID OF MAXIMUM TO MINI MUM.. >10. 5 TO 1 



iCH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



>♦ 

»***«**« 

I********** 

Ir* 4 i 4 i 4 i 4 i 4 i **414141 

I****************** 

<* 




20 30 40 50 60 



70 80 



»IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION MITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«$ 1627T 
ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N«$ 65290 
^T 1 0 OF MAXI MUM TO MINI MUM« ••••••••••••••••••* 4«0 TO 1 



PIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-* 19553 
ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION** 56312: 

IVTIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.9 TO 1 





PERCENT 



FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


0. 


o.c 


8« 


4. 5 


15. 


8.4 


21. 


11.8 


24. 


13.5 


2 5. 


14.0 


32. 


18.0 


15. 


8.4 


11. 


6,2 


4. 


2.2 


6 • 


3. 4 


5. 


2.8 


3. 


1.7 


3. 


1.7 


2. 


1.1 


0. 


0.0 


2. 


l.l 


0. 


O.C 


0. 


0.0 < 


0. 


o.c 


0. 


0.0 ' 


1. 


0,6 


0. 


0. 0 


0. 


O.C 


i. 


0, 6 
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STATE 


OF NEH 


JERSEY 






REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRiCTSf 


1968-9 






REVENUES PER 


PUPIL 






TOTAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 






AHGINT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


SCIiOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


$ 




$ 




OCEAN CIiT 


779 


31 


4.0 


73 


9.5 


HARRISON 


925 


23 


2.5 


83 


9. 0 


LODI 


738 


17 


2.3 


04 


11.5 


MEST HILEORD 


868 


7 


0.0 


91 


10.5 


PENNSAUKEN 


757 


25 


3.4 


08 


11.7 


CRANFORD 


845 


10 


2.2 


90 


10.7 


ROSELLE PARK 


847 


10 


1.2 


93 


11.0 


BERNARDS TWP. 


937 


11 


1.2 


120 


12.9 


HILLSIDE 


696 


0 


UO 


95 


10.6 


JERSEY CITY 


798 


68 


0.6 


198 


24.9 


NEST NEW YORK 


775 


10 


2.4 


132 


17.0 


ROXBURY TWP. 


934 


36 


3.9 


117 


12^6 


WOODBURY CITY 


726 


35 




104 


25.4 


NEWARK 


1067 


119 


11.2 


269 


25.2 


KEYPORT 


071 


34 


'4.0 


97 


11.2 


NEWTON 


996 


• 43,-.'’' • 


4.4 


92 


9.2 


PAULSBORO 


642 


30 


4.0 


217 


33.0 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 







S OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1968-9 
REVENUES f’ER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 



FEDERAL 

31NT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

3 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELO AT 
10 MILL RATE 

1 


31 


4.0 


73 


9.5 


674 


06.5 


5.65 


1194 


23 


2.5 


03 


9.0 


018 


00.5 


13.16 


621 


17 


2.3 


64 


11.5 


636 


06.2 


14.20 


446 


7 


0.8 


91 


10.5 


769 


66.6 


19. 16 


401 


25 


3.4 


66 


11.7 


643 


04.9 


17.15 


375 


16 


2.2 


90 


10.7 


736 


07.1 


20.58 


357 


10 


1.2 


93 


11. 0 


744 


07.0 


21.93 


339 


11 


1.2 


120 


12.9 


' 005 


M 05.9 


25.15 


320 


8 


1.0 


95 


10.6 


; 793 


00.4 


25.64 


309 - 


68 


6.6 


196 


24.9 


530 


66.5 


17.97 


295 


16 


2.4 


132 


17.0 


624 


00.5 


21.61 


209 


36 


3.9 


117 


■ 12.6;’' 


780 


03.5 


29.06 


260 ' 


35 




104 


.:i,„ 25.4 '' 


/ 506 


69.7 


20.82 


243 


119 




269 


Z5m2 ; 


678 


63.6 


20.15 


241 


34 


4.0 


97 

-V « 


il.2 


,738 


04.0 


34.09 


216 


43 


4.4 


92 


9.2 


660 


06.4 


^ 50.34 


1170 


30 


4.6 


217 


33.0 


394 


61.4 


34.65 


U3 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 580 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 1470276 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE*..... $1179.7 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$1076 I 95TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 1318247 

ADDITIONAL COST*......... .$ 372.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$1009 I 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*....... 1245830 

ADDITIONAL COST*... 285.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 906 I 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPI LS*. ^ . 1101694 

ADDITIONAL COST*......... $ 164.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 851 I 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.............. 955425 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... 106.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIl: EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 809 I 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*..... 808619 

ADO I T ION AL COST*. . . . . $ 69. 6 MI LL ION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 772 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 

number OF PUPILS**.... .•• 653713 

ADDITIONAL COST*. ••••••••••••••••••••• .4$ 42.4 MILLION 
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, . ■ NEW MEXICO 

NUMBER dF'SCHQOL DISTRICTS= 89 



STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 724 



OISTRICJ AVERAGE PER PUPIL, EXPENDITURE=$ 655 
OISTRICX-MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 477 
OIsTr'ICT maximum per pupil EXPENDITURE*! 1183 
RATIO%F MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 






./r' 



PPE(!> 

CLASS INTERVAL 



100 .- 
200.- 
300.- 
400.' 
500.- 
600.- 
700.- 
800.- 
900.- 
1000. • 
1100 .- 
1200.- 
1300.- 
1400.- 
1500.- 
1600.- 
1700.- 
1800. 
1900.- 
2000.- 
2100.- 
2200.- 
2 300.; 
2400.- 
2500.- 



200 . 

300. 

400. 

500. 

600. 

700. 

800. 

900. 

1000. 

1100. 

1200. 

1300. 

i4ob; 

1500. 

1600. 

1700. 

1800. 

1900. 

2000 . 

2100 . 

2200 . 

2300* 

2400. 

2500. 

2600. 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10/ 20 30 40 



50 



6C 












10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



61 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTII 
OISTR ICT MINIMUM PER .PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 497 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER POPIL EXPENDITURE*! 962 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM to MINIMUM * I 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENT!! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 512 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 858 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM *«*.* : 
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NEW MEXICO 

- p 

JMBER OF' SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 89 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



TATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 72A 



ISTRIGJ AVERAGE PER PUPIl, EXPENDITURE*$ 655 
ISTJUCT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ A77 
ISTR'iCT MAiUMUM per pupil EXPEN0ITURE=$ 1183 

ATIClxtlF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 2.5 TO 1 

' ' 



ACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 AO 50 60 70 80 



4>4> 4> 4>4>4>4> 4> * *4> 4>4i 4i 4> 4> 

4c* 



20 30 40/ 50 60 70 80 

PIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN ; 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE«$ 497 . 

ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE»$ 962 

ATIO OF MAXIMUM to MINIMUM........ 1.9 TO 1 

PIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 

:ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE»$ 512 

ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE^i 850 

ATltl OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM........ > 1.7 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0, 

0 . 

5. 

40. 

15 . 

16. 

6. 

2 . 

4. 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0. 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

5.6 

44.9 

16.9 
18.0 

6.7 
2.2 
4.5 



0.0 I 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 i 
0.0 ! 
0.0 ' 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



NEW MEXICO 



PPV($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

C 

663.- 5898. 

5890.- 1113A. 
1113A.- 1637C. 
16370.- 21605. 
216C5.- 268A1. 
268A1.- 32G77. 
32077.- 37313. 
37313.- A2548. 
A25A8.- A7784. 
4770A.- 53020. 
53020.- 58256. 
58256.- 63491. 
63491,- 68727. 
68727i‘- 73963. 
73963;'- 79198. 
*^7^198.- 84434. 
1014434.- 89670. 
>8jJ9670.- 94905. 
i’94905. -100141. 
100141. -105377, 
105377,-110613. 
110613,-115848. 
115848.-121084. 
121084.-12632C. 
126320.-131555. 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 32 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V/l 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V/ 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V/ 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI N I MUM. 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 

**** 

♦ ♦♦♦♦ 

♦. . 

♦ 






10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED \ 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...... 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH 
district MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED \ 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED \ 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI MUM. 
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NEW MEXICO 



[SPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

IMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 32 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



(STRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT!ON=$ 35203 

(STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT10N=* 5898 

[STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N®$126320 

\TIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI N I MUM. ^ =2 1 • A TO 1 



PERCENT 

FREQUENCY IN CLASS 

80 

0 . 0.0 

A. 12. 5 

2. 6.3 

5. 15.6 

3. 9. A 

10. 31,3 

0 , 0,0 

0 . 0,0 

1. 3.1 

1. 3.1 

1. 3, 1 

2. 6,3 

0. ' o.r 

0 . 0,0 

0 . 0.0 

1. 3,1 

0, 0.0 

0 , 0.0 

0, 0, 0 

0 . ' 0 . c 

0 , 0.0 

0, ' 0,0 

0 , 0.0 

1. 3.1 

1. 3.1 

20 30 AO 50 60 70 80 



ACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 AO 50 



60 



70 



|»IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V ALUAT ION M ITHIN 5.TH TO 95, TH PERCENTILES 
I5TRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«$ 8529 

ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«$ 01656 ? 

^T 1 0 OF MAX 1 MUM TO MINI MUM . .' ............. . .* ^'9 .‘ 6 ' TO T 

f»IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90, TH PERCENTILES 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»$ 10288 - 

^STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION'S 608A9 

ATI3 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM......,;.....,...,.* 5.9 TO I 




ERIC 






STATE OF NEM MEXICO 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 



REVENUES PER PUPIL 









TOTAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 








AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 






SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


$ 




$ 








BLOOMFIELD NO. 6 


782 


225 


20*0 


431 


55.2 






COBKE CONS. NO. 2 


661 


74 


II«3 


444 


67.2 


’ 




CARLSBAD NO. C 


640 


69 


10.9 


450 


70.4 


> 




CENTRAL CONS. 22 


871 


344 


39.5 


422 


40.5 






SILVER CITY NO. 1 


570 


22 


3.9 


432 


74.0 




* ■ ■' ■ 


TUCUMCARI NO. 1 


609 


36 


9.3 


450 


73.9 




■ V • 


/ 

SANTA FE NO. C 


573 


02 


14.3 


412 


71.9 






GRANTS NO. 3 


504 


92 


15.7 


427 


73.0 




' '•/ -v! • ■ ’ 


RATON NO. 11 


647 


130 


20.1 


445 


60.7 






CALLUP NO. 1 


766 ' 


261 


34. I 


435 


56.0 




• ’ • ■'‘•’.'•v' /'! -/ O ' V" 

■ ■ . , - ' -f i ; ■ ■ ^3’ ' V / ' ' '■ ^ y- 


SOCORRO NO. 1 


615 


119 


19.4 


433 


70. 3 






ALBUQUERQUE 12 


553 


55 


10.1 


404 


73.1 






PORT ALES NO. 1 


603 


B9 


14.7 


430 


72.6 


' * ’•*" ' • 




LAS CRUCES NO. 2 


530 


9^ 


16.9 


405 


75.3 








J 


, ■ ' ■■ i ■• , 












M. LAS VEGAS NC. 1 


021 


226 


27.6 


457 


55.7 


; 'I' ■’ ■ . v'' 




TAOS NO. 1 


69L' ■ ' ‘ " 


223 


32.3 


425 


61.6 






ESPANOLA AS 


507 


130 


23.6 


414 


70.5 




















•' .-J 


















S' '' ' 












' vV ....' > ", ■' 






t'y 










■'••••’• A- 




1 ’ 




























' ' o 




1 ■ ' 
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" ^ I'''' ' 
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO 



ELECTED 


SCHOOL DISTRICTS! 


1968- 


9 








i 


REVENUES 


PER 


PUPIL 










PROPERTY 


TAX 
















RATE 


POTENTIAL 
















NECESSARY 


YIELD AT 


FEDERAL 






STATE 




LOCAL 




FOR LOCAL 


10 MILL RATE 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


REVENUE 


1 






$ 






$ 




IN MILLS 


$ 1 




28. a 


431 




55,2 


125 


16.0 


4.97 


252 ; 


















► 


11.3 


444 




67.2 


141 


21.5 


7.47 


189 !i 

i 


} 


10.9 


450 




70.4 


120 


18.8 


10.86 


110 1 


f 


39.5 


422 




48.5 


103 




10. 8P 


96 1 


i 


3.9 


^32 




74.8 


123 


21.3 


13.21 


93 j 


> 


9.3 


450 




73.9 


102 


16.8 


12.93 


y. 

79 § 

■; 


} 


14.3 


412 




71.9 , 


78 


13.8 


10.42 


'i 

75 ^ 


} 


15.7 


427 




73.0 


65 


11.2 


10.09 


65 


) 


20.1 


445 




68.7 


72 


ll.l 


12. 16 


59 


1 


34.1 


435 




56.8 


69 


9.1 


12.47 


55 ^ 


) 


19.4 


433 




70.3 


63 


10.3 


11.74 




5 ■■ • ' 


ib.i 


404 




73.1 


^ :'93 ■ 


16.8 


20.35 


45 




V\ ' ■ ■ 






1 ‘1 










? 




438 




72«6 


76 


12.7 


16.75 


65 


0 


16.9 


405 




75.3 


42 


7.8 


9.89 


♦2 • 


6 


27,6 


457 




55.7 


: ,'i37 . 


16.7 


44.46 


30 ! 

4 


3 


32.3 


425 




61.6 


■■■ :42.; 'Vi'*' 


■' 6.,''1' 


16.46 


25 

1 


8 


23.6 


414 




, 70. 5 


35 


6.0 


19.77 


1 

17 
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 89 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT*.. 2735AO 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE*... ..$ 151.5 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 677 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.... 2A5885 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... ...>$ 33.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 6A5 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.............. 231172 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 25.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 597 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 202333 

ADDITIONAL COST*... $ lA.A MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 5A9 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 175128 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... $ 5.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ... $ 535 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS* IA7A07 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 2.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 520 i 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* A88A3 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 0.9 MILLION 
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NEW YORK 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 721 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXP END I TURE=$1237 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE=$ 1002 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXP END I TUREb$ 633 
DISTRICT maximum PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=» 72AI 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINI MUM. 




PPE(t) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO 50 



100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- AOO. 
400.- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 

700.- 800. 

800.- 900. 



900.- 1000.' 

1000.- 1100. 
1100.- 1200. 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 15C0. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. 
1700.- 1800. 
1800.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000.- 21C0. 
2100.- 2200. 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2509. 
2500.- 7241. 



**** 



* 



*«««*****<:** ****4^**4t4t 

««««*«««***«««*****♦*** *« 
*411# 4 #*4n^*«* ******* *i^***«4( 

*« *********** 4*** *****<i«4i 
*4i 4 i4^***********4i44 4* *41*4141 
*«««******* *4 ******* **414141 
*« * **444**************4i4i4i 



*444********* ****** 4141**44*44*^* 



**4****4*** ****4** **41 41444****4 < 

44 

*4444*******4****4 i* 4 i 4 i 4 44»'/*4 4**4 
*444**4*4** **4 ***41* 41 41 **?44***4< 
*4444********** ****41**44444**44 



*««* 444*** *44 ************ 
*414141444******** 



*44*44** 



*4141*44 

*** 

**** 

*** 



* 

* 



41414141*4 

0 10 20 30 40 50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERC 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE«$ 76 
DISTPxICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 141 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERC 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 78 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-* 129 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



4J].}>8 0 • 72 '> 10 
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NEW YORK 
'lUMSF' * SCHOOL DISTR'1CTS= 721 

iTATF c AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$1237 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE = $ 1002 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXP END ITURE = $ 633 

MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 72AI 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 



=11.4 TO I 



each * 



REPRESENTS I SCHOOL 
20 30 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



70 



r**** ************************** ******’i‘***'*'***********************^'**** 

,t*******^*********************************************************** 
»*****••*********■'.•*******♦**<“*♦**<'********************♦************* 
I, *********************** *»**^-‘* ********************* ***************** 



[****♦♦** *************************************************** ********* 

.********••*******♦*********»***************************** 

*********************************************** 

*********** ********** ******* 

, 0 **************** 
t0**t***i** ************** 

»*** 



20 



30 



40 50 60 
5.TM TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 



70 



80 



>UPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 761 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"! lAlO 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



1.9 TO I 



’UPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TM TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"! 789 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EX'»ENDITURE"! 1296 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ■ I** TO 



FREQUENCY 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



0. 


0«0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


4. 


0.6 


94. 


13.0 


266. 


37. 2 




20.7 


5S. 


B.O 




6.4 


29. 


4.0 


34. 


4.7 


15. 


2. 1 


6« 


0.8 


3. 


0.4 


4« 


0.6 


3. 


0.4 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0. 1 


u 


0.1 


c. 


0«0 


c. 


0«0 


0. 


0.0 


6« 


0.6 







15er|c 



143 



246 






NEW YORK 



OISPARITieS IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 430 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESS! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESS! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESS! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 




PPVU) 




CLASS INTERVAL 

C 


1 


-3455.- 


1320. 




I32t’.- 


6095. 


*** 


6095.- 


1C871. 




lCb7l.- 


15646. 


15646.- 


2042 1. 




2C421.- 


25196. 




25196.- 


29972. 




29972.- 


34747. 




34747.- 


39522. 




39522.- 


44297. 




44297.- 


49C72. 




49072.- 


53848. 




5384B.- 


58623. 




,<58623.- 

S3396.- 


63398. 




68173. 




,68173.- 


72949. 




)^949.- 


77724. 




77724.- 


82499. 




82499.- 


87274. 




87274.- 


92049. 




92049.- 


96825. 




96825.- 


1016CC. 




101600.- 


106375. 




106375.- 


111150. 




111150.- 


115925. 





EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 2C 30 40 50 



»***♦****♦*♦*********************♦**********’ 
************* 






10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESS 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN IC 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES! 
RATIC OF MAXIMUM TO MINIIUM. 
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NEW YORK 



UlSPARlTIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 430 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION>S 25770 

DISTRICT HININUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION>S 1320 

DISTRICT HAXIRUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION>tl 1 1 150 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 



EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

G 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 










***** 

i:::: 



*** 



0 20 30 40 SO 



60 70 80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

3. 

13. 

87. 

108. 

65. 

41. 

30. 

14. 

IT. 

17. 

12 . 

3. 

6 * 

1 . 

3. 

1 . 

3. 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.7 

3.0 

20.2 

25. 1 

15.1 

9.5 

7.0 
3.3 

4.0 
4.0 
2.8 
0.7 
1.9 
0.2 
0.7 
0.2 
0.7 
0.2 
0.2 
0.0 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.2 



I PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION>t 11416 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION>t 54017 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 4.7 TO 1 



t PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 12502 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 46810. 
RATIC OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM •* 3.7 TO 1 
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STATE 


OF 


NEW YORK 








REVENJES OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL OISTRICTSf 


1968-9 






REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 








TOTAL 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHGOL DISTRICT 


$ 


% 






$ 




BRCOKHAVEN 6 


1A02 


26 




U9 


368 


26.3 


HEHPSTEAD 21 


U62 


20 




U4 


3 34 


22.9 


NEW YORK CITY 


13A5 


59 




4.4 


529 


39.3 


CORTLAND 2 


152A 


19 




1.3 


407 


26.7 


BREWSTER 


1352 


18 




1.4 


473 


35.0 


BETHPAOE 


1313 


16 




1.3 


551 


42.0 


BUFFALO 


1036 


100 




9.7 


592 


57.2 


EAST AURORA 


109A 


jl 14 




1.3 


551 


50.4 


SPRING VALLEY 


13A0 


12 




1.0 


655 


48.9 


SENECA FALLS 


1033 


23 




2.3 


647 


62.T 


BABYLON 9 


1312 


105 




7.0 


891 


59.0 


ALLEGHANY 1 


996 


27 




2.7 


732 


73.5 


WEST ISLIP 


1121 


24 




2.1 


699 


62.4 


WATERLOO 


941 


20 




2.2 


700 


74.4 


TRENTON 


1099 


40 




3.7 


807 


73.4 


SALAMANCA 


1038 


20 




2.0 


776 


74.8 


FORT COVINGTON 


1231 


46 




3.8 


1113 


90.5 



o 

ERIC 
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STATE OF NEW YORK 



OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL 


OISTRICTSi 


1968-9 


REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 




FEDERAL 

10UNT PERCENT 

$ 


STATE 

>MOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


26 


U9 


368 


26.3 


20 


U6 


336 


22.9 


59 


6.6 


529 


39.3 


19 


1.3 


607 


26.7 


18 


1.6 


673 


33.0 


16 


1.3 


551 


62.0 


100 


9.7 


592 


57.2 


lA 


1.3 


551 


50.6 


12 


I.O 


655 


68.9 


23 


2.3 


66 7 


62.7 


105 


7.0 


891 


59.0 


27 


2.7 , 


732 


73.5 


26 


2.1 


699 


62.6 


20 


2.2 


700 


76.6 


60 


3.7 


807 


73.6 


20 


2.0 


776 


76.8 


66 


3.8 


1113 


90.5 


O 

ERLC 
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PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 

local POR local 10 MILL RATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT REVENUE 



$ 




IN MILLS 


$ 


1006 


71.8 


19.85 


507 


1108 


75.8 


21.92 


505 


757 


56.3 


17.10 


662 


1097 


72.0 


26.58 


613 


860 


63.6 


27.90 


308 


765 


56.7 


26.03 


286 


362 


33.1 


12.56 


27 3 


528 


68.3 


21.37 


267 


672 


30.2 


31.20 


215 


362 


35.0 


17.59 


205 


515 


36.1 


28. AA 


181 


236 


23.8 


13.37 


177 


397 


35.6 


2A.S1 


162 


220 


23.6 


15. 5A 


161 


251 


22.9 


16.83 


133 


261 


23*2 


20.37 


118 


71 


5.8 


1A.81 


68 
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STATE OF NEW YORK 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL niSTRICTS- 721 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT- 3354B3B 

TOTAL EXPENOtTURE- $3458.2 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-... .$1350 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 301241B 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 998.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-. ...$1193 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 2843074 

ADDITIONAL COST- .$ 537.7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-. ...$1097 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 1B14B16 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 275.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-. ...$1097 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 1614616 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 275.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-. ...$1097 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 1B14616 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 275.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-.. ..$1077 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 150B699 

ADDITIONAL COST- 



$ 244.5 MILLION 



NORTH CAROLINA 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 152 
STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDl TURE»i ' 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 
PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 
PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 
TO MINIMUM.**.**** 



PPE(!) 



CLASS 


INTERVAL 


100.- 


2CC. 


2C0.- 


30C. 


300.- 


400. 


4C0*- 


50C. 


500.- 


60 C . 


600.- 


700. 


700.- 


80C. 


60C.- 


900. 


900.- 


1000. 


ICOO.- 


HOC. 


1100.- 


120C. 


1200.- 


13CC. 


1300.- 


14C0. 


1400.- 


1500. 


1500.- 


160C. 


1600.- 


17C0. 


1700.- 


lUCO. 


1800.- 


1900. 


1900.- 


200C. 


2000.- 


2 ICO. 


2100.- 


22CC. 


2200.- 


2300. 


2300.- 


24CC. 


2400.- 


2500. 


2500.- 


260C. 



10 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL 
20 30 



DISTRICT 

4C 



50 



*** ******************* ******************************** 



10 



20 



30 



AO 



50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 9P.TH PE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



O 

ERIC 
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NORTH CAROLINA 



BER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS" 152 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

TEMiDfc AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE»i 609 

TRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXP ENOITURE-t 591 
TRICT HINIMUM PER PUPIL E XP END I TURE=$ A67 
TRICT HAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"! 732 
10 OF HAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = !•<> TO I 



H ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 53 60 70 80 



,tL^^000**************v********************************-*** 



20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

IL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 6.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 

STRICT NIMHUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* 492 

STRICT HAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* 681 

TIO OF HAXIMUM TO MINIMUM " l«4 TO 1 

IL EXPENDITURES WITHIN IC.TH TO 9P.TH PERCENTILES 
STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* 519 
STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL feXPEHDITURE"* 668 
no OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

0 • 

8 • 

71. 

71. 

2 . 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

O. 

n. 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

5.3 
46.7 
46.7 

1.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



^ er|c 
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NORTH CAROLINA 



niSRARlTIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPH 

number of school districts* 92 




PPV( *1 

CLASS INTERVAL 



10 



each • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 AO 



50 



0 



IIBOA.- 13026. 

1302 6.- 1A2A0. ••••• 

U2A8.- 15A71. ••••• 

15^71.- 16693. ••••***• 

16693.- 17915. ****'***’('* 
17915.- 19138. ********* 
19130.- 20360. •* 

20360.- 21582. **v**** 
21502.- 22005. **** 
22003.- 2A027. ••••♦ 

2A027.- 252A9. •••••• 

252A9.- 26A72. ******* 
26472.- 27694. • 

27694.- 28916. ••• 

, 28916.- 30139. •• 

.430139.- 31361. •♦••• 
31361.- 32583. ••••• 

'32583.- 33806. • 

33006.- 35020. ••••••• 

35028.- 36250. 

36250.- 37A73. 

37473.- 38695. 

30695.- 39917. 

39917.- 41140. 



A1140.- 42362. * 
0 



10 



20 



30 



50 



p.-n niiBfi cniiAi iJPn assessed valuation MITHIN 
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NORTH CAROLINA 

lES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

IF SCHOOL OISTRICTS* 92 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSED VALUAT ION« 623050 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATI0N>613026 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUAT I0N«$41l 39 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM > 3i2 TO 1 



EPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 30 AO 50 60 70 



t 

20 30 AO 50 60 70 



80 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

5. 

5. 

8 « 

9. 

9. 

2 . 

7. 

A. 

5. 

6 . 

7. 

1 . 

3 . 

2 . 

5. 

5. 

1 . 

7. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
5.A 
5. A 

8.7 

9.8 
9.8 
2.2 
7.6 
A. 3 
5.A 

6.5 

7.6 
1.1 
3.3 
2.2 
5. A 

1.1 

7.6 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

1.1 




I 



JALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
r MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATI0N-61A1A9 
r MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUAT ION- 63A122 
F MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... . « 2. A TO 1 



JALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES I 

r MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO ASSESSEO VALUAT I0N-S153A7 
T MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZEO A'^SESSEO VALUATION-63238A 

F MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 2.1 TO 1 i 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 



o 

ERIC 





REVENUES OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL 


OlSTRICTSf 


1968-9 






REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 






TOTAL 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL OISTRICT 


% 


s 




1 




CATAWBA 


AB2 


31 


6.5 


350 


72.7 


SALISBURY 


T21 


94 


13.1 


377 


52.3 


H.S. /FORSYTH 


562 


34 


6.2 


369 


62.2 


STOKES 


550 


74 


13.5 


376 


68.4 


CHARLOTTE/MECK. 


685 


44 


6.5 


353 


51.5 


GASTON 


539 


43 


6.1 


361 


67.1 


MITCHELL 


572 


84 


U.7 


615 


72.6 


MONTGOMERY 


*98 


95 • 


15.9 


36B 


61.6 


CARTERET 


588 


143 


24..« 


356 


60.3 


BRUNSWICK 


551 


86 


16. C 


381 


69*1 


COLUMBUS 


607 


119 


19.6 


382 


63. C 


FAYETTEVILLE 


111 


119 


20.7 


355 


61.5 


POLK 


638 


77 


12.1 


626 


66* 5 


DUPLIN 


111 


132 


22.9 


386 


66.6 


FRANKLIN 


6<C 


136 


21.3 


629 


67.1 


HERTFORD 


553 


105 


19.1 


372 


67.3 


PAMLICO 


59l 


103 


17.6 


380 


64. 3 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
JES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PBOPERTr TAX 



federal 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

i 


I^HOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

S 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LCCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
1C HILL RATE 

» 


31 


6.5 


350 


72.7 


100 


20.8 


2.04 


490 


9% 


13.1 


377 


52.3 


249 


3 A. 5 


6.55 


380 


3% 


6* 2 


349 


62.2 


177 


31.6 


4.84 


366 


7% 


13.5 


376 


68* % 


99 


18*2 


2.76 


36l 




6.5 


353 


51»5 


287 


«»1«9 


8.15 


352 


%3 


8*1 


361 


67*1 


131 


2^.7 


4.09 


326 


8% 


I4«i7 


415 


72*6 


72 


12.7 


2.53 


286 


95 


15»9 


368 


61.6 


134 


22.5 


4.82 


278 


143 


24*4 


354 


60«3 


89 


15.2 


3. 54 


253 


ea 


16.C 


381 


69*1 


82 


1A.9 


3.36 


244 


119 


19«6 


382 


63.C 


1C5 


17,4 


4.62 


228 


119 


20»7 


355 


61.5 


102 


M 

• 

OD 


4. 79 


2U 


77 


12.1 


424 


66* 5 


136 


21.4 


6.46 


211 


132 


22«9 


384 


66mS 


60 


10.4 


3.07 


196 


136 


2U3 


429 


67.1 


74 


11.7 


4,09 


182 


105 


19«1 


372 


67.3 


75 


13.6 


4,67 


161 


103 


17*6 


380 


64*3 


107 


18.1 


7.85 


136 
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STATE OP NORTH CAROLINA 



NUMBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 152 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 110A315 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* I 6A<)«7 .MILLION 

COST OP RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TM TO ^5TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE ECLLOWlNG LEVELSs 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*,,..! 675 ( 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OP PUPILS****, 933380 

ADDITIONAL COST* % 8A.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*,,,,! 675 I 9CTH P^^RCENTILEI 
NUMBER OP PUPILS* ,., 93338C 

AOOITICNAL COST* ! 8A.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.,..! 627 I 8CTH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OP PUPILS*..* 8C5747 

additional COST****** * ! 42.5 MILLICN 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*,. .,! 618 I 7CTH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OP PUPILS* 715474 

ADDITIONAL COST*. ! 36.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*,,,,! 608 C 60TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OP PUPILS* 555869 

ADDITIONAL COST* * ! 28.7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.,..! 590 f 50TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OP PUPILS****,, 49C169 

ADDITIONAL COST* 19.5 MILLION 
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NORTH OAKOTA 



ppEm 

CLASS INTERVAL 

100 .- 200 . 
200.- 300. 
300.- <i»00. 

AOO.- 500. 
900.- 600. 
600.- 700. 

700.- 300. 

800.- 300. 

900.- 1000. 
1000.- 1100. 
1100.- 1200. 
1200.- 1300. 
130G.- 1400. 
1*VOO.- 1500. 
1900.- 1600. 
IfiOO.- 1700. 
1700.- 1800. 
1800.- 1300. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000.- 2100. 
2100.- 2200. 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 2600. 



NUMBER OE SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 380 



STATEMIDE average per PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 621 



DISTRICT average PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 747 
district PININUM per pupil EXPENDITURE'S 327 
DISTRICT PAXtPUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1342 
RATIO OF MAXtPUN TO 



EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 



50 6 



♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

. 

♦ ♦♦♦ 



* 

♦ 



10 20 30 40 50 I 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES NlTHlN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT PINIRUP FFR PUPIL EXPEN0ITURE=»S 530 
district NAXIRUM per pupil EXPENDITURE'S 1100 
RATIO OF RAXIHUn TO = 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES VlTHiN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENT 
DISTRICT NlNlPUn PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 569 
DISTRICT MAXiPUn PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 953 
RATIO OF PAXiNUH TO MINIMUM........ 
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NORTH 0AK01A 



OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 360 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



lioe AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 621 

CT average per pupil EXPENDITURE*! 7^7 
CT PININUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 327 
CT PAXIPUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 19^2 
OF NAXIPUM TO 



' REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 9>0 50 60 



70 80 



^♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦•♦•♦♦♦♦•♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦********************^** 



20 30 60 50 60 70 

EXPENDITURES NllHlN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
ICT PINIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 530 
ICT PAXIPUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! IlOO 
OF PAXIPUN TO * 2.1 TO I 

EXPENDITURES MITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
ICT PINIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 559 
ICT PAXIPUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 953 
OF PAXIPUN TO PINIPUP 1»7 TO 1 



frequency 

0 . 

0 . 

5. 

7. 

66 . 

122 . 

88 . 

63« 

20 . 

11 . 

9. 

6 . 

3. 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

1.3 

1.8 

11.6 

32.1 

23.2 

16.6 

5.3 
2.9 
2.6 
1.1 
0.8 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.3 * 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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NORTH Dakota 



OtSPARtTtES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
KURBER OE SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 13 S< 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 367( 
DISTRICT niNiNUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION«S 281! 
DISTRICT PAAlnUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*S A72< 
RATIO OF MAAlnUN TO MINIMUM * !•? 



PPVISI 

CLASS INTERVAL 





( 


9 


2732.- 


2815. 




2815.- 


2898. 




.:«98.- 


2981. 




2981.- 


3C6A. 


♦♦ 


306A.- 


31A7. 




3aA7.- 


J2JC. 




3230.- 


3313. 


« 


3313.- 


3396. 




3396.- 


3A79. 




3A79.- 


3562. 




3562.- 


3M5. 


* 


36A5.- 


3/28. 




3728.- 


3811. 




3811.- 


389A. 


* 


389A.- 


3978. 




3978.- 


4C6l . 




«M061.- 


AlAA. 


* 


AlAA.- 


9227* 




4227.- 


4310* 




4310.- 


A393. 




4393.- 


4A76* 


« 


4476.- 


4559* 




4559.- 


46A2. 




4642.- 


4725* 




♦725.- 


48C8. 


* 



0 



EACH * REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO SO 60 



10 20 3C AO SO 60 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION NiTHiN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCEI 
district minimum per pupil ASSESSED VALUATION'S 281 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S ASA 
'.RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 1.6 

PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. Th TO 90. TH PERCE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 28A 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N*S AA9 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM....... 1.6 



NORTH DAKOTA 



PARITIES IN PROPERTT VALUATION PER PUPIL 

IBER op school DISTRICTS" 13 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

>TRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATtON*i 3676 
.TRICT HINIHUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 2815 
TRICT PAXiMUR PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATlON«S 6726 
10 OF HAXtnUN TO NININUN 1.7 TO 1 



PERCENT 

H • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT FREQUENCY IN CLASS 

20 30 60 SO 60 70 80 



0. 


0.0 


3. 


23. I 


P. 


0.0 


2. 


15.6 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


7.7 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


7.7 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1* 


7.7 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


n.n 


1. 


7.7 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


n.n 


1* 


7.7 


2* 


15.6 


P* 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


7.7 



2C 30 60 50 60 70 80 

L ASSESSED VALUATION Ml THIN 5.TK tO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
TRICT niNiNUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 28l5 
TRICT PAXINUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 6566 
10 OF MAXlRUN TO NININUN " 1.6 TO 1 



L ASSESSED VALUATION Ml THIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
TRICT PIMNUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 2860 
TRICT PAXINUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION'S 6695 
10 OF PAXINUN TO 1.6 TO 1 
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STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA 

REVEWES of selected SOCOL DISTRICTSf 1968-9 
REVENUES per POPIL 






I 

I 









TOTAL 


FEDERAL 

AFOUNT PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


% 


% 




% 




RUGBY 


653 


26 


3.7 


206 


31.6 


FARGO 


T97 


28 


3.5 


155 


19.A 


MAHFETCN 


6C2 


35 


5.9 


157 


26.2 


DEVILS LAKE 


€18 


A6 


7.2 


173 


2S.0 


DICK INSON 


82A 


135 


16.5 


156 


19.0 


CARRINGTON 


5CA 


11 


2.^ 


205 


AO. 7 


VALLEY CITY 


715 


25 


3.6 


152 


21. A 


HARVEY 


7C5 


193 


27.A 


169 


21.2 


BOTTINEAU 


571 


39 


7.0 


166 


28.8 


B I SHARK 


5A6 


18 


* 3.3 


156 


29.0 


JAHESTCkN 


679 


17 


3.7 


177 


36.9 


WEST FARGO 


505 


21 


A. 2 


162 


28.3 


GRAFTCN 


562 


20 


3.7 


153 


28.2 


HtLLlSTCN 


697 


33 


6*8 


156 


31. A 


GRAND FORKS 


582 


139 


23.9 


150 


25.9 


NtNOT 


523 


88 


16.9 


188 


36.0 


NANOAN 


658 


22 


6.8 


156 


33.7 




263 



AMO 



STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA 
itLECTED SCHOOL OISTRiCTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTV TAX 



FEOERAL 
T PERCENT 


ArauNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AHOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN HILLS 


F0T8NTtAL 
yield at 
10 miL MTE 

% 




3.7 


208 


31.6 


622 


66. 6 


75.27 


55 


8 


3.5 


155 


19.6 


616 


77.0 


130.63 


A7 


5 


5.9 


157 


26.2 


608 


67.8 


93.87 


A3 


4 


1,Z 


173 


28. 0 


600 


66.9 


9A. 38 


A2 


5 


16.5 


156 


19.0 


532 


66.6 


130.70 


AO 


il 


2.A 


205 


60.7 


287 


56.9 


72.11 


39 


i 

5 


3.6 


152 


21.6 


537 


75.0 


136. 65 


39 


>3 


27.6 


1A9 


21.2 


363 


51.6 


95.51 


38 ^ 


lO 


7.0 


166 


28. S 


367 


66.2 


100.66 


36 i 

t 


18 


3.3 


158 


29.0 


370 


67.7 


103.00 


35 ^ 




3.7 


177 


35.9 


2 85 


59.6 


83.29 


3A 


ll 


6.2 


162 


28.3 


360 


67.5 


109.90 


31 


10 


3.7 


153 


28.2 


369 


68.1 


126.65 


29 


f.3 


8 


156 


31.6 


307 


61.8 


108.67 


28 


39 


23»9 


150 


25.9 


292 


50.2 


109.38 


26 


?8 




18B 


36.0 


266 


67.1 


93.78 


26 


?2 


8 


156 


33.7 


281 


61.5 


109.66 


25 
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STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 380 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 1A5898 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* $ 9A.9 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. 826 I 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.**.^. 131226 

ADDITIONAL COST* % 24.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. 776 ( 90TK PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 123996 

ADDITIONAL COST* % 17.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. •••$ 7A9 C BOTH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1G9182 

ADDITIONAL COST*. ••••...•••••••••••••••• $ 14.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. $ 687 ( TOTH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 9A274 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 8.2 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. 658 { 60TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 720A3 

ADDITIONAL COST* •..•••...$ 5.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..S 6^9 ( 50TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 655A8 

AOOtTION.^L COST*....., $ A. 9 MILLION 
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OBIO 

ROBBEI OP SCHOOL 6ISTHtCTS« 638 SC 

STATEHtOe mfi&CC PEI POPIt EXPEIDtT08l*$ 690 

OISrilCT AYEHtee pee PDPIL SXPBID1T0HS»I 613 
OtSriICT EmROn pee POPIL SXPEHDtTDBE*t 112 
OISfEtCT nAXtHDH PEE POPIL EXPERDltOEE*! 1688 
lino OP lAxtRon to niHinon « i.i 



ppt(l) 

CLASS IITEETAL 

0 

100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- 800. 
800.- 500. 

500. -• 600. 



SACS * EEPlEStlTS 1 SCHOOL OISTEICT 
10 20 30 80 



50 



60 






6Q0.- 700. 



700. 

800. 

900. 

1000. 

1100 . 

1200. 

1300. 

UOO. 

1500. 

1600. 

1700. 

1800. 

1900. 

2000. 

2100 . 

2200 . 

2300. 

2800. 

2500. 



800. 

900. 

1000. 

1100. 

1200. 

1300. 

1800. 

1500. 

1600. 

1700. 

1800. 

1900. 

2000 . 

2100 . 

2200 . 

2300. 

2800. 

2500. 

2600. 



^n******** •••••• 

«^%********«** 






10 



20 



30 



80 



50 



60 



PBR POPIL MfEMlTOMS VITHI8 5.TH TO 95.TH P88C88TtL6S 
9IST8ICT BlilBOn PBR POPIL EXPBODItORS^S 888 
DISTRICT 81X1808 PER POPIL eXPBRDITORB^S 838 
Rmo OF 8AXI80B TO 819I8^T8 « 1.7 



PER POPIL EXPERDITOHBS RiTflIR 10.T8 TO 90. TH PRRCBItiLBS 
DISTRICT 8IRI808 PER POPIt BXPERDITORE^S 501 
DISTRICT BAXinoa PBR POPIL EXPBRDtTORE^f 750 
RATIO OF 8AX1808 TO HIRI808 » 1*5 



266 



155 



onto 

or SCHOOL BISTMCTS* 638 SCHOOL TBl* 1969/70 

tDE iftSaCE rSH POriL BXPEBDirOtl*t 680 

CT LTEHAOE PEE POPXL BtPXRDITOPE*S 613 
CT aiRIBOH PER POPXL EXPERDXTORE*S R12 
CT RRXXnOH PER POPXL BXP8R0tt0RB*t 1688 
OP 8LXXH0H TO * 84I TO 1 



REPRESERTS 1 SCHOOL OISTRXCT 
20 30 80 



50 



60 



70 



60 






20 



30 



40 



50 



SO 



80 



SXPIfOlTORES 91TRI1I 5.TH TO SS.tH P8tCE8TIt83 
CT fllRIROn Ptn PUPIL EIPSRDtTnftS^f 4B8 

CT Bixtnnn peb popil eiperditobb^s 834 

OP 84X1808 to 8lfl808o.4« « TO 1 

:XPE8DiT0RES VITRIll lO^TR TO 90.TH PEBCEITItES 
CT atRtBOR PER POPIt BtPBRDtTORE^S SOI 
:CT 84X1808 PER POPIL EXPERDITORE^S 750 
OP 84tiR0n TO RIRIROH « 1^5 TO 1 



FIBQOERCT 

0. 

0. 

0. 

53. 

326. 



158* 

61. 

16. 

13. 

6. 

1. 

0 . 

0. 

2. 

1. 

1. 

0 . 

0. 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



PEICEIT 
IE CL4SS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

8.3 

51.1 



24.8 

. 9.6 
2*5 
2.0 
0.9 
0.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.2 
0*2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
O.C 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



i ER^ 
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PPV($» 

CLASS INTERVAL 

I 

2413.- 4165. 

4165.- 5917. 

5917.- 7670. 

7670.- 9422. 

9422.- 11174. 
11174.- 12927. 
12927.- 14679. 
14679.- 16431. 
16431.- 18184. 
18184.- 19936. 
,19936.- 21688. 
21688.- 23441. 
23441.- 25193. 
25193.- 26945. 

^ 26945.- 28698. 
»2 8698.- 30450. 
730450.- 32202. 
32202.- 33955. 
33955.- 35707. 
35707.- 3 7459. 
37459.- 39212. 
39212.- 40964. 
40964.- 42716. 
42716.- 44469. 
44469s- 46221. 



OHIO 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 424 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
I 10 20 30 40 5C 

*********** 

*****t,*****^************ 

*****************iji***********************^iti^^^^^**** 
******************************************^^^^^^^********i 
*********************************************************^ 
************************* *************************** 
********************************************** 
*************************************** 

**************** 

********* 

****** 

******** 

******** 

******** 

* 

***** 

* 

** 

* 



* 

10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.Th 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. Tf^ 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



OHIO 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL nlSTRICTS= A2A SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VAL UAT ION=$13 892 

DISTRICT MINIHUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION'S A165 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=SAAA68 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

) 20 30 AO 50 60 70 00 

k 



I • ' i 

0 20 30 AO 50 60 70 00 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95, TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«$ 7052 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N-S26A78 / 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM « 3.8 TO 1 / 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90, TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION^! 8061 -j 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-S20785 ,/ 

1 RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM « 2,6 TO 1 / 

■f 



./ . 




PERCENT 



FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


0. 


0.0 


11. 


2.6 


2A. 


5.7 


52. 


12.3 


69, 


16.3 


65. 


15, 3 


52, 


12, 3 


A6. 


10.8 


39, 


9, 2 


16. 


3.8 


9, 


2. 1 


6« 


1. A 


8. 


1.9 


8. 


1.9 


8. 


1. 9 


1. 


0.2 


5, 


1.2 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.2 


2. 


0.5 


0, 


0.0 


1. 


0.2 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0,0 


1. 


0.2 



I 



STATE OF OHIO 

R»:VENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTS» 1968-9 



REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 



TOTAL 

$ 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

5 



I 

i 

I 





ROSSFORO VILLAGE 


1037 


12 


U2 


121 


11.7 


HUDSON 


815 


46 


5,7 


142 


17.4 


CLEVELAND CITY 


763 


60 


9.0 


134 


17.6 


CHILLICOTHE CITY 


6U 


6C 


9.8 


135 


22.1 


UPPER ARLINGTON 


626 


11 


1.9 


115 


16.4 


WARREN 


6A2 


22 


3.4 


170 


26o5 1 


COLUMBUS CITY 


651 


76 


11.8 


152 


^"^37^ 


HURON CITY 


668 


16 


2.4 


161 


23.5 


PAINESVILLE CITY 


731 


25 


3.5 


211 


28.9 


PIKE-OELTA-YORK 


597 


11 


1.9 


217 


36.4 


ELMWOOD 


641 


25 


3.9 


233 


36.4 


MI AMISBURG CITY 


567 


18 


3.2 


224 


39.5 


JEFFERSON 


491 


8 


1.6 


233 


47.5 


MADISON THP. 


684 


59 


0.6 


278 


40.7 


TWIN VALLEY 


588 


26 


4.5 


279 


47n5 


SHEFFIELD-LAKF 


542 


^5 


2.9 


257 


47.4 


WASHINGTON 


529 


49 


9.3 


356 


/ 67.3 

/. 




STATE OF OHIO 



revenues of selected school DISTRICTSf 1960-9 





REVENUES PER PUPIL 




- 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


7 


12 


1.2 


121 


11.7 


5 


46 


5.7 


142 


17.4 


3 


68 


9.0 


134 


17.6 


4 


60 


9.8 


135 


22nl 


6 


11 


1.9 


115 


1 8.4 


2 


22 


3.4 


170 


26.5 


ri 


76 


11.6 


152 


23.4 


&8 


16 


2.4 


161 


23.5 


31 


25 


3.5 


211 


26.9 


97 


n 


1.9 


217 


36.4 


41 


./■'25 ■ 


3.9 


233 


36.4 


67 


18 

/ 


3.2 


224 


39.5 


91 


8 


1.6 


233 


47.5 


84 


59 


6.6 


278 


40. 7 


CD 

OD 


26 


4.5 


279 


in 


42 


15 


2.9 


257 


47.4 


29 


49 


9.3 


356 


67.3 
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'ERIC 





LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


PROPERTY 

RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


TAX 

POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


903 


87.1 


20.31 


444 


626 


76.9 


25.50 


244 


560 


73.4 


27.72 


202 


418 


6 8.1 


22.52 


105 


499 


79.7 


29.39 


169 



A 50 
A22 
509 
494 
369 
302 
324 
250 
347 
282 
269 
123 



70.1 


28.70 


156 


6 4.8 


27.96 


151 


74:>l 


35.03 


145 


67.6 


36.62 


134 


61. 8 


29.15 


126 


59.6 


31.91 


119 


57.3 


29.62 


109 


50.9 


24.25 


103 


50.7 


36.70 


94 


48.0 


32.89 


85 


49.7 


35.94 


75 


23.4 


29.74 


41 




STATE OF OHIO 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 638 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT=.. 2398601 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^ S1605.1 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THF FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL 


EXPENDITURE=.. 


• ; $ 


909 


( 95TH PERCENTILE) 


NUMBER OF 


PUPILS=.„ 






2153641 


ADDIT ICNAL 


COST-..,, ...o. 








PER PUPIL 


EXPENDITURE=.. 


• • s 


881 


( 9CTH PERCENTILE) 


NUMBER OF 


PUPILS=«, 






2CC3803 


ADDITIONAL 


COST = ... 








PER PUPIL 


EXPENOITURE=.. 


• $ 


771 


( 80TH PERCENTILE) 


NUMBER OF 


PUPILS^....... 






1790352 


ADDITIONAL 


COST=«, 








PER PUPIL 


EXPENDITURE^.. 


• $ 


728 


( 70TH PERCENTILE) 


NUMBER OF 


PUPILS= 






1487389 


ADDITIONAL 


COST=: 








PER PUPIL 


EXPENDITURE=.. 




695 


( 60TH PERCENTILE) 


NUMBER OF 


PUPILS- 






1317412 


ADDITIONAL 


COST= 








PER PUPIL 


EXPENDITURE=.. 




648 


( 50TH PERCENTILE) 


NUMBER OF 


PUPI LS= 






1067286 


ADDITIONAL 


COST=..... ... 











OKLAHOMA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 683 SCH 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE»$ 5A0 





DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 665 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 309 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 2565 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM > 8.3 T 



PPE( !) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 ^0 50 60 



100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- AOO. 
AOO.- 500. 

500.- 600. 



«4i4i|i44 4«4 4i4i4i4i4>4i4i4i4i4i4 4i4i4i4i444**4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4i4>4i4i**4i4i*4***4i4 4i4i4i4i4i4i*4i4>4>4>4>* 
^i^it***^****** ******** ******** 

^it*************************************************************** 

**********rf****************************************************** 



600.- 700. 

700.- 800. 

800.- 900. 

900.- 1000. 
lOOOo- 1100. 
1100 .- 1200 . 
1200.- 130C. 
1300#- 1400. 

1500* 
1500»* 1600* 
1600«* 1700* 
1700#- 1800# 
1800.- 1900« 
1900.- 2000o 
2000 .- 2100 . 
2100 .- 2200 . 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500. - 2600. 



4i4t««««4t:4c4t4t4t4t«4t4t4tit'4(4(4(4(4(4(4(4i|t«««4(4(4(4(:|i4(4(4(4(4(4(4(4(4(4(.|(4(:t(«4(4(*4(4<4(4<4<4<4<4<4<4<4<4<4t4 
4i4i4]^«44t4t4 4t4t4t4t«4t4t4t4t4(44(4(4(4(44«4«4 4(4(4(4(4(« 4141 4(4(4( «4(4( 

«4t«««««4t4t4t4t4t4t4t4t4>4>4(44(4t4(4(4(«**«t4i4(4(4<4(4(4(4(4<4t4t4t4t4t4>>^4t««4<«4(4>4(4(4(4‘4>4(4(4(4(4t4(4t>^ 

4i4t««««4t4t4t4t4t3e*4t4t4t4t4t4t4<*4>4>4>4(«**4( 

41 4t « « « « « 4t « ♦ 4t 4t 4t 4t 4t 4t 4t 4t ♦ 

4t4t«4t«««4t«4t 

41 4t ««*«♦««« 

«««« 

4t4t« 

4i4t 

4i4t 



♦ 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! AA5 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 1063 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.4 i 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 469 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 928 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 2.0 ' 



273 



159 






OKLAHOMA 

)F SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 683 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

)E AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE»$ 540 

• AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 665 

• MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 309 
■ MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 2565 

= MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... 6.3 TO 1 

tEPRESENTS il SCHOOL DISTRICT 

:0 30 40 50 60 70 80 



1 4t ♦♦♦♦ 4t 4t« «4t 4t« «« 4i 

■ :fi4t4t4t4t«)»4(«4t4t«««4t«4t4t4t««4t4t4tt4t4t ««♦««♦«««« 

t4t4t4t4t4t4t)»«4t4t4t«4t««4t4t4t««««4t4t4t4t4t«« «««♦«« 4c 
t4t4t4t4t4t4ta^«4c4c4t««««4t4t4t4t4t«4t«44t4t4t« «««♦«« 

r4i4t 



0 30 40 50 60 70 80 

ENOITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 445 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 1063 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.; 2.4 TO 1 

ENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 469 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-! 928 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.0 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

7. 

109. 

217. 



137. 

79. 

54. 

28. 

19. 

10 . 

10 . 

4. 

3. 

2 . 

2 . 

!• 

0 . 

0. 

0* 

0* 

0* 

0* 

0* 

1* 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0*0 

0*0 

1*0 

16*0 

31*8 



20«I 

11.6 

7.9 

4.1 

2.8 

1.5 

1.5 

0.6 

0.4 

0.3 

0.3 

0.1 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.1 



\ 

t 

\ 
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•I 




OKLAHOMA 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 51 SCHOOL YE 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$22 
DISTRICT MINIMUM, PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 2 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION=$A5 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO I 



PPV( 

CLASS INTERVAL 



10 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL 
20 30 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



70 



141,- 

2050,- 

3959,- 

5868,- 

7777.- 

9686,- 

11595,- 

13504,- 

15413,- 

17322,- 

19231,- 

^1140,- 

23049,- 

24958,- 

26867.- 

128776,- 

130685,- 

32594,- 

34503,- 

36412,- 

38321,- 

40230,- 

42139,- 

44049,- 



2050* 

39‘39. 

5868. 

7777. 

9686o 

11595. 

13504. 

I54I3. 

17322. 

I923I. 

21140. 

23049. 

24958. 

26867. 

28776. 

30685. 

32594. 

34503. 

36412. 

36321. 

40230. 

42139. 

44048. 

45957. 

47866. 



♦ 

414141^ 

4i4i4i4i>^4t4i 

414141414141 



41 41 41 

414141 41 41 41 41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

4 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5,TH TO 95, TH PE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION* 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM»**********.*»**»»»* />*^ TO I 



!3 



PER PUPIL EOUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90,T^ 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*!! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N*!3 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM** •••,,*•• 2*7 TO I 



275 



160 
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OKLAHOMA 

SPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

HBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 51 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

STRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I ON= *2271 1 
STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION** 2050 
STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N**45957 
TIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 



CH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 



20 30 40 80 60 70 



80 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

1 . 

0 . 

1 . 

2 . 

1 . 

2 . 

2 . 

5. 

4. 

3. 

7. 

6 . 

0 . 

3. 

7. 

1 . 

!• 

1 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

2.0 

0.0 

2.0 

3.9 

2.0 

3.9 

3.9 

9.8 

7.8 

5.9 

13.7 

11.8 
0.0 
5.9 

13.7 

2.0 

2.0 

2.0 

2.0 

2.0 

0.0 

0.0 

2.0 

2.0 



•IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 9S.TH PERCENTILES 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-* 8434 
tSTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION- «374?9 
liTIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 4.4 TO 1 



PIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N«*11747 
ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N-*31Se7 
PTIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.7 TO I 




276 



160 



i' 





STATE Q? OKLAHOMA 




REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 


TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL. 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


TULSA 


551 


55 


10.0 


79 


14.4 


PONCA 


492 


19 


4.0 


64 


17.1 


BARTLESVILLE 


515 


20 


3.9 


109 


21.2 


OKLAHOMA C TV 


501 


53 


10.7 


103 


20.6 


LINO SAY 


516 


25 


4.9 


106 


20.5 


PUTNAM 


441 


14 


3.3 


126 


26.6 


STILLWATER 


455 


20 


4.6 


137 


30.1 


BLACKWELL 


450 


25 


5.7 


90 


21.9 


NORMAN 


457 


33 


7.3 


146 


32.1 


DUNCAN 


526 


56 


10.7 


125 


23.6 


CATOOSA 


465 


28 


6.2 


199 


42.6 


SEHINULE 


479 


75 


15.7 


159 


33.3 


MOORE 


446 


39 


6.6 


168 


42.1 


CROOKED OAK 


410 


17 


4.3 


161 


39.4 


LAWTON 


46 B 


109 


22.5 


192 


39.3 


HUGO 


479 


97 


20.3 


232 


46. 5 


CHOCTAW 


398 


56 


14.1 


162 


40.6 
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STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1960-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TA>: 

rate potential 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 



TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

S 


AMOUNT 

i 


STATE 

PERCENT 


551 


55 


10.0 


79 


14.4 


A92 


19 


4.0 


84 


17.1 


515 


20 


3.9 


109 


21.2 


501 


53 


10.7 


1.03 


20.6 


518 


25 


4.9 


106 


20.5 


441 


14 


3.3 


126 


28.6 


455 


20 


4.6 


137 


30.1 


450 


25 


5.7 


98 


21.9 


457 


33 


7.3 


146 


32.1 


526 


56 


10.7 


125 


23.8 


465 


28 


6.2 


199 


42.8 


479 


75 


15.7 


199 


33.3 


446 


39 


3.8 


188 


42.1 


410 


17 


4.3 


161 


39.4 


488 


109 


22.5 


192 


39.3 


479 


97 


20.3 


232 


48.5 


398 


56 


14.1 


162 


40*8 



local for local 10 MILL RATE 



AHOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


i 


416 


75.6 


51.71 


80 


386 


78.9 


SO. 05 


77 


386 


74.9 


56.81 


68 


344 


68.7 


53.70 


64 


386 


74.6 


61.98 


62 


300 


68.1 


52.99 


56 


297 


65.3 


58.49 


SO 


326 


72.4 


66.20 


49 


277 


60.6 


58.18 


47 


345 


65.5 


76.38 


45 


237 


51.0 


60.96 


39 


244 


51.0 


64. 69 


37 


219 


49.1 


66.23 


33 


251 


56.3 


76.11 


30 


106 


38.1 


66.93 


27 


149 


31.2 


96.64 


26 


179 


45.1 


98.93 


18 



ERIC 
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STATE OP OKLAHOMA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 683 

TOTAL ENROLLMENTS^ 560266 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- % 318.0 MILLION 

COST OP RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=... .$ 775 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 50401<» 

ADDITIONAL i III. 2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^....! 662 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS=. ^f76l46 

ADDITIONAL 55.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^....! 621 ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 389188 

ADDITIONAL $ 36.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=. . . .! 587 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS=....o 363931 

ADDITIONAL $ 23.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^. ...! 558 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= 252463 

ADDITIONAL i 13.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^....! 557 i 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 252090 

ADDITIONAL COST=... % 13.2 MILLION 
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OREGON 



NUMBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 355 SCHO 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITORE=$ 891 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL BXPENDITORE=$ 894 
DISTRICT BINinOn PER PUPIL EXPENDITORE=$ 431 
DISTRICT nAXinon per pupil EXPENDIT0RE=$ 4941 
RATIO OP MAXinOB TO MINIBOB = 11.4 TO 



PPE(S) 



CLASS 


INTERVAL 


EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 


100.- 


200. 




200.- 


300. 




300.- 


400. 




400.- 


500. 


♦ ♦♦♦♦ 


500.- 


600. 




600.- 


700. 




700.- 


800. 


*********** t**********^ **^*****' 4 ************* ************ 

*** 


800.- 


900. 


******************************************************** 


900.- 


1000. 


************************************************* 


1000.- 


MOO. 


*******^* *********** 


1100.- 


1200. 


**********i**** 


1200.- 


1300. 


**********)^* 


1300.- 


1400. 


****** 


1400.- 


1500. 


***** V 


1500.- 


1600. 


** 


1600.“ 


1700. 


*** 


1700.- 


1800. 


*** 


1800.- 


1900. 




1900.- 


2000. 


* 


2000.- 


2100. 


♦♦ 


2100.- 


2200. 




2200.- 


2300. 


♦ 


2300.- 


2400. 


♦ 


2400.- 


2500. 




2500.- 


4941 . 


** 



0 10 20 30 40 50 60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURB=$ 5(2 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL BXPENDITURE=$ 1499 
RATIO OP MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.7 TO 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT HIMIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 600 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1 2!) 1 
RATIO OP MAXIHUH TO MINIMUM 2.1 TO 



280 
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OREGON 

NUMBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 355 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL 3XPENDITURE=$ 891 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 894 
DISTRICT MIKIMDM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 431 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 494 1 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 11.4 TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



ti^^^^^^m***** **************** ********************* 
^************************************************************************ 

t,^^^^^^^**^************************************** 

^^^^^^^ 0 *************** ********** ********* 

************* 

******* 

***** 



10 20 30 



40 50 60 70 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TU PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 562 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL BXPENDITURE=S 1499 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO NININOM » 2.7 TO 1 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 600 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PEE PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 1251 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 2. 1 TO 1 



80 









PERCENT ' 

FREQUENCY IN CLASS :■ 

•1 



0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


5. 


1.4 


30. 


8.5 


57. 


16.1 


83. 


23. 4 


56. 


15.8 


49. 


13.8 


20. 


5.6 


14. 


3„9 


12. 


3..4 


6.-: 


1..7 


5. 


1. 4 


2. 


0.6 


3. 


0. 8 


3. 


0.8 


0. 


0. 0 


1 . 


0.3 


2. 


0.6 


3. 


0. 8 


1 . 


0.3 


1. 


0.3 


0. 


0.0 


2. 


0.6 




/ 
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OREGON 



I 



I 



o 

ERIC 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 56 



SCHO 



D ISTJ. ICT 
□ISTR ICT 
DISTR ICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 
MINIMUM 
MAXI MUM 
M!AXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PEP PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PURI L EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



VALUATIO 
VALUATIO 
VALUATIO 
,= 5.3 TO 



PPV(S) 



CLASS INTERVAL 


E- 




( 


} 10 


1 A395.- 


177A0. 




17740.- 


21CBA* 




21084.- 


2AA29. 


* 


24429.- 


2777A. 




27774.- 




i|t 4 ^ ^ ♦ 4c ^ 


31119.- 


3AA63. 


4u^4t4c4c4c4c4c4c4:4c^4c 


34463.- 


378C8. 


i|t4t4t4t4c4c 


37808.- 


A1153. 


4t4e 


41153.- 


AAA97. 




44497.- 


^78A2. 




47842.- 


51187. 




51187.- 


5A532. 




54532.- 


57876. 




57876.- 


61221. 




>ffl2?l.- 


6 A566 . 




^4566.- 


6791C. 




■ 


71255. 




71255. - 


7A600. 




7,4bOD.- 


779A5. 




77945.- 


81289. 




R1289.- 


8A63A. 




84634.- 


87979. 




87979.- 


91323. 




91323.- 


9A668. 


* 


94668. - 


90013. 


* 






C 10 

. PER PU 



REPRESENTS 1 
20 30 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

AO 



50 



60 



20 



30 



AO 



50 



60 



EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TD 95. 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM........ 



,a 2.8 T 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PFR PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED 



VALUATI 
* 2.0 T 



AW 
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OREGON 



niSPAPITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 56 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$36?48 

DISTRICT MINIRUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT IDN =$17 7 39 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PURiL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VAL UAT I0N = $94668 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM...*..* = 5*3 TO 1 



PERCENT 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 






FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


20 30 40 


50 


60 70 80 












0. 


0. 0 








4. 


7. 1 








1. 


i.e 








5. 


8. 9 








10. 


17.9 








13. 


23. 2 








6. 


10.7 








6. 


10.7 








3. 


5.4 








1. 


1.8 








G. 


o.r 








2. 


3.6 








2. 


3. 6 








0. 


0.0 








0. 


0.0 








0. 


0.0 








1. 


1.8 








0. 


0.0 








0. 


0.0 








0. 


O.C 








c. 


0,0 


• 






0. 


0. 0 








0. 


0.0 








1. 


1.8 








1. 


1 • B 


20 30 40 


50 


60 70 60 






PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH 


1 TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 






DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 


ASSESSED 


VALUATI0N=$20370 






DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 


ASSESSED 


VALUATI0N=$56039 






RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM*.., 




= 2.8 TO 1 






PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH 


1 TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 






DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 


ASSESSED 


VALUATION«$2580fl 






DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 


ASSESSED 


VALUATI0N*$52722 






RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.., 




= 2.0 TO 1 
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STATE OF OREGON 



o 

ERIC 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1958-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



TOTAL 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCEI 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


$ 




% 




KLAMATH CU 


671 


79 


11«8 


lAA 


21. 


REEDSPORT 105 


817 


A3 


• 

IT 


136 


16, 


REYNOLDS 7 


Bl*5 


16 


2.1 


150 


10. 


PORTLAND IJ 


719 


A3 


6.0 


137 


19, 


WOODRURN 103 


6B6 


63 


9.3 


152 


22. 


CPOOK CU 


688 


A3 


6.3 


lAA 


20 


MEDFORD 5A9 


716 


19 


• 

CM 


13A 


IB 


CORVALLIS 509 


777 


21 


2.8 


16B 


21 


EUGENE A 


729 


A 


0.6 


1A6 


20 


WEST LINN 3J 


937 


13 


l.A 


168 


IB 


GRANTS PASS 7 


821 


3A 


CM 

• 


160 


19 


COOS BAY 9 


812 


27 


3. A 


172 


21 


JOSEPHINE CU 


67 A 


6 


1.0 


203 


30 


MCMINNVILLE AO 


70 A 


0 


0.1 


200 


28 


DALLAS 2 


677 


16 


2. A 


220 


.32 


OAVin DOUGLAS AO 


686 


25 


3.7 


2A6 


35 

t 


SOUTH UMPQUA 19 


690 


19 


2.8 


219 


31 
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STATE OF OREGON 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1969-9 
REVENUES PER PUPfL 



PROPERTY TAX 



IVL 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

% 



STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

I 



LOCAL 



AMOUNT 

$ 



PERCENT 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 



POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 



17 



79 

A3 



1 *) 


16 


1 9 


A3 


^6 


63 


38 


A3 


[6 


19 


77 


21 


29 


A 


37 


13 


21 


3A 


12 

1 


27 


7 A 

1 


6 


OA 


0 


77 


16 


86 


25 


90 


19 



11.6 


lAA 


21. 5 


AA7 


66,7 


5.3A 


037 


')«3 


136 


16.6 


638 


70.0 


12.80 


A90 


2.1 


150 


16. 5 


6A7 


79. A 


15.07 


A08 


6.0 


137 


19. 1 


538 


7A.8 


13.52 


397 


9.3 


152 


22.2 


A70 


68.5 


13. A5 


3A9 


6.3 


lAA 


20.9 


500 


72.7 


15.32 


326 


2.7 


13A 


18. 8 


562 


70.5 


18.33 


306 


2.8 


168 


21.7 


507 


75.5 


20.12 


292 


0.6 


1A6 


20. 0 


570 


79.3 


19.88 


291 


l.A 


168 


18. 0 


755 


80.5 


26.7 5 


282 


A. 2 


160 


19.5 


627 


76. A 


22.29 


281 


3. A 


172 


21.2 


611 


75.3 


21.89 


279 


1.0 


203 


30. 1 


A65 


66.9 


18.37 


253 


0.1 


200 


2 8.5 


502 


71. A 


20.49 


245 


2.4 


220 


32.6 


A39 


65.0 


18.22 


241 


3.7 


2A6 


35. 9 


4ia 


60. A 


23.11 


179 


2.S 


219 


31.8 


A 50 


65.3 


20.81 


156 



3.65 












STATE OF OREGON 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 355 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT = A61631 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES..* .. * 363.A MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE”.... $ 953 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF A13585 

ADDITIONAL COSTs $ 70. A MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES.... $ 91A ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF 391995 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... t 5A.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES*. $ 85A ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 3A160A 

ADDITIONAL 31.8 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES.... $ 811 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= 297140 

ADDITIONAL COSTs., $ 17.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES... . $ 798 I 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 196853 

ADDITIONAL ♦ 13.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES....! 798 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 196853 

ADDITIONAL COST 



S 13.8 MILLION 



PENNSYLVANIA 






NONBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 581 

STATEVIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 876 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 903 
DISTRICT NINinUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 535 
DISTRICT NAXINOn PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 4230 
RATIO OP HAXinun TO niNinun 



PPB(S) 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 
10 20 30 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 
40 



50 



100.- 


200. 




200.- 


300. 




300.- 


400. 




400.- 


500. 




500.- 


600. 




600.- 


700. 




700.- 


800. 










800.- 


900. 










900.- 


1000. 




1000.- 


1100. 




1100.- 


1200. 




1200.- 


1300. 




1300.- 


1400. 




1400.- 


1500. 




1500.- 


1600. 




1600.- 


1700. 


♦ 


1700.- 


1800. 




1800.- 


1900. 




1900.- 


2000. 




2000.- 


2100. 


♦ 


2100.- 


2200. 




2200.- 


2300. 




2300.- 


2400. 




2400.- 


2500. 




2500.- 


4230. 





10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



PEE PUPIL EXPENDITUEBS WITHIN S.TK TO 95. TH PBRCBI 
DISTRICT niNIHUH PER PUPIL BXPBNDITUBB«S 687 
DIST1ICT HAIIHUH PER PUPIL EIPENDITURB*! 1471 
RATIO OP NAXIHUn TO HINIHUH 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCEI 
DISTRICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 718 
DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 1097 
RATIO OP HAXIHUH TO HINIHUH 
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PENNSYLVANIA 



MOMBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 581 
ISTATEHIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITORE= 



$ 



876 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURB=$ 903 
DISTRICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 535 
DISTRICT HAXIHUn PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 4230 



RATIO OP HAXIHUH 


TO 


HIMIHUH 


















PGBCEIIT 


BACH * REPRESENTS 


1 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 






FUEQOKNCT 


IN CLASS 


20 


30 


40 50 


60 70 


80 


0. 


0.0 












0. 


0.0 












0. 


0.0 












0. 


0.0 












2. 


0.3 












35. 


6.0 












198. 


34. 1 












188. 


32.4 












74. 


12.7 












25. 


4.3 












11. 


1.9 












2. 


0.3 












11. 


1.9 



, 6 . 1.0 

' 6 . 1.0 

1 . 0.2 

4. 0.7 

6 . 1.0 

3. 0.5 

1 . 0.2 

2. 0.3 

1 . 0.2 

2. 0.3 

0 . 0.0 

3. 0,5 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

OPIL BXPEIIDITORBS VITRIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PBRCBMTILBS 
DISTRICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL BXPBNDITURB>S 687 
DISTRICT HAXIHUH PRR PUPIL BXPBNDITURB«$ 1471 
RATIO OF HAXinUH TO HINIHUH 2.1 TO 1 

UPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 

DISTRICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURB=$ 718 

DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL BXPENDITURB=$ 1097 

RATIO OP HAXIHUH TO HINIHUH s 1 . 5 TO 1 



J O 

( ERIC 
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PENNSYLVANIA 



PPV 

CLASS 

3353 . 
5716. 
8080. 
10A43. 
12807. 
I5I70. 
17534. 
19897. 
22261. 
24624. 
26986. 
2.9352. 
31715. 
34079. 
36442. 
138806. 
141169. 
^3533. 
:4.5B96. 
'• 48260 . 
50623. 
52987. 
55350. 
57714. 
6CC77. 



($) ' 

INTERVAL 

- 5716. 

- BC8C. 

- 10443. 

- 12807. 

- 1517C. 

- 17534. 

- 19897. 

- 22261. 

- 2462^. 

- 26988. 

- 29352. 

- 317\5. 

- 34079. 

- 36442. 

- 38606. 

- 41169. 

- 43533. 

- 45896. 

- 48260. 

- 50623. 

- 52987. 

- 55350. 

- 57714. 

- 6C077. 

- 62441. 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 395 



DISTRICT AVERAGE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM 



PER PUP IL EOUAL IZEO 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 
0 10 20 30 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 
40 



5D 



^^^*************** 

********i^************************************************ 
^^^t********************************* ******************** 

^^tttt*t*if^********************************************** 

4 lt‘* ************************ ************* 

******** 

*********** 

***** 

***** 

** 

** 

** 



* 

0 10 20 30 40 50 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.T 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM....... 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. T 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
TO MINIMUM... 



DISTRIC1 
RATIO OF 



MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 
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289 .. 



STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 





TOTAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 


LOC 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


i 


AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

S 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

$ 


LOWER MERION 


877 


26 


3,0 


64 


7.3 


706 


PITTSBURGH 


9A4 


164 


17,4 


253 


26. 9 


526 


FOX CHAPEL 


710 


6 


1.0 


164 


22.9 


546 


ALIQUIPPA 


635 


22 


' ' " 3,6 ' 


195 


30. 7 


418 


PHILADELPHIA 


*»97 


114 , 


14,3 


- 274 


34.4 


408 


AVONMORTH UNION: 


670 


16 


?,5 


206 


30.9 


447 


INDIANA 


698 


29 


^•3 . 


258 


37.1 


409 


GOVERNOR MIFFLIN 


633 


2 


■0.4, 


256 


40.6 


373 

ji 


POTTSVILLE 


528 


21 ; 


4'. O v 


264 


.. ^ 


' 243 


HAZELTON 


630 


29 


4,7 ■ 


299 


47.5 


• 302 


DERRY 


570 


■ , /.I 5 ■ 


2,7 


299 


51. 8 


it •' ■ . •■ . 

263 


SOUTHERN YORK 


641 


. - '2; 


■ ■ ■'' 0,4 y. ; 


327 


51. 0 ^ 




S. WILLIAMSPORT 


654. 




.. 1.4 


339 


51.9 




TOWANOA 


646 




2.6 


363 


56.2 


266 


LAUREL HIGHLANDS 


580 


■ -45' 

■ //'• ■ 


' ■'/■' " ■■'^:7.9,;, y,' 


! 364 






CONNELLSVILLE 


•■-"\599..-:’.':' 




6,3, .■ -/ 


390 


.// 't • 86. .4\, 


'yA :.163 ■ 


TUSSEY MOUNTAIN 


602 


39 




; 403 


■ 'r. :''' ^ 70. ■: 


; 160 





STATE OF 
SELECTED 
REVENUES 


PENNSYLVANIA 
SCHOOL OISTRlCTSt 
PER PUPIL 


1968-9 






PROPERTY 

RATE 

NECESSARY 


TAX 

POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 


FEDERAL 




STATE 


LOCAL 


FOR LOCAL 


10 MILL RATE 


T PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

S 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


REVENUE 
IN HILLS 


$ 


6 


3.0 


64 


7.3 


786 


89.6 


15.72 


500 


4 


17.4 


253 


26.9 


526 


55.7 


19.90 


264 


6 


1.0 


164 


22.9 


546 


76.1 


24.18 


226 


2 


3.6 


195 


30.7 


418 


65.7 


20.26 


206 




14.3 


2 74 


34.4 


408 


51.2 


20.33 


201 


6 


?.5 


206 


30.9 


447 


66 .7 


24.90 


179 


9 


4.3 


258 


37.1 


409 


58.7 


25.88 


158 


2 


0.4 


256 


40.6 


373 


59.0 


24.56 


152 


1 


4.0 


264 


49.9 


243 


46.0 


17.81 


136 ' 

1* 


!9 


4.7 


299 


r; 47.5 


302 


'47.9 


25.14 


120 


L5 


2.7 


299 


51.8 


263 


45.5 


M 

• - 

C^ 

c^ 


116 


2 ■ 


0.4 


327 


51.0 


311 


'■ 43.6 ^ 


28.64 


106 


9 


1.4 


339 


51.9 


306 


00 
. .... 


29.54 


103 


17 


2.6 


363 


56.2 


266 


41.2 


27.44 


97 


► 5 




:.364;, 


- 62.8 ' 


; ''i7o; 


/29.3';- 


20.43 


83 


J7 


6.3 


398; 


. 66.4 


‘ 163 


27^3 


23.05 


70 




5.8 




■ 70. 8 


160 


23.4 


- 34.08 


46 


! 

1 ’ ■ ;• 

o 










■ 9!0i ■ 






ERIC 




■ ■ ■ *■ - 


i‘V ■' 
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STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTR1CTS= 581 
TOTAL ENROLLMENT^ 2289520 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^ $2032.9 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$ll02 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 1820376 

ADDITIONAL $ 456.8 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPEN0ITURE=....$1102 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS=. 1820376 

ADDITIONAL COST=.....o $ 456.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES.... $1044 ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 1707710 

ADDITIONAL COSTs $ 351.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES. .. .$ 938 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= 1480117 

ADDITIONAL COST^ $ 180.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES. ... $ 889 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILSs.. 1251424 

ADDITIONAL COSTs ..•$ 113.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 845 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILSs.. 1019304 

ADDITIONAL COSTS..... 62.7 MILLION 
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RHODE ISLAND 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRlCTS= ^0 
STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEN01TURE= 
DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 

district minimum per pupil expenditure-! 

district maximum per pupil expenditure-! 

patio of maximum to minimum 



PPEl!). 



CLASS 


interval 




0 


100.- 


200. 


200.- 


300. 


30C.- 


400. 


400.- 


500. 


500.- 


600. 


600.- 


700. ' 


7C0.- 


800. 


800.- 


900. 


900.- 


1000. 


1000.- 


IICO. 


1100.- 


1200. 


1200.- 


1300. 


1300.- 


1400. 


1400»- 


1500. 


1500.- 


1600. 


1600.- 


1700. 


1700,- 


1800. 


1800.- 


1900. 


1900.- 


2000. 


2000.- 


2100. 


2100.- 


2200. 


2200.- 


2300. 


2300.- 


2400. 


2400.- 


2500. 


2500.- 


2600. 



10 



EACH * represents 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 ^0 50 



4t4! 



10 



20 



30 



AO 



5i 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TI 

district minimum per pupi l expenditure- 

district MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 

RATIO OF maximum TO MINIMUM. 

PEP PUPIL expenditures WITHIN 10. THJO^ROiT 

district MINIM'UM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 

district MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO Ml MI MiUM. ....••••• • 
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RHODE ISLAND 

CHOOL DISTRICTS= 40 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

VERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 904 

ERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=S 736 

NIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=$ 531 

XIRUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 1206 

iXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 2.3 TD 1 













PERCENT 


ESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 








FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


30 40 50 


60 


70 


80 







0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

3. 7.5 

' 15. 37.5 

' 13. 32.5 

5. 12.5 

2. 5.0 

1. 2.5 

0 . 0.0 

1. 2.5 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0. 0.0 

0 . 0. 0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

30 40 50 60 70 80 

JiTURfcS WITHIN 5. TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 

[NIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEN0ITURE=S 568 

VXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE = S 986 

IXIMUM TO MINIMUM =1.7 TO 1 

HTURES within 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
INIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOilTURE = i 608 
UlMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 887 
IXIMUM TO MINIMUM.................... 1. 5 TO 1 




PPV($I 

CLASS INTERVAL 

( 

1AA*J5»" I527l» 
15271.- 160A7. 
160A7.- 16822, 
16822.- 17598, 
17598.- 18373, 
13373.- 191A9, 
191A9.- 19925. 
19925,- 20700, 
20700.- 21A76, 
21A76.- 22252, 
22252.- 23027, 
23027.- 23303, 
23803.- 2A578. 
2A578.- 2535A, 
.2535A,- 2613 0, 
^130.- 26905, 
ti26905.- 27681, 
^681.- 28A57, 
28A57.- 292 32, 
29232.- 30008, 
30000.- 30783, 
30783,- 31559, 
31559,- 32335. 
32335.- 33110, 
33110,- 33886. 



RHODE ISLANO 

DIsIpARITIES in property valuation per PUPl 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL OISTRICTS= 28 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



** 

* 

♦ 

* 

♦ 

♦ 

* 

* 



10 20 30 40 50 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM,,,,,,,,* 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM, ,,,*,*••••••< 
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RHODE ISLAND 

)ISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION P/ER PUPIL 

DUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 28 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION« $21A28 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=S15270 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION*$331 10 

^ATIO DF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 2.2 TO 1 



PERCENT 

EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL (DISTRICT FREQUENCY IN CLASS 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

0 . 0.0 

2. 7.1 

2. 7.1 

C. 0.0 

1. 3.6 

4. 14.3 

1. 3.6 

2. 7.1 

3. 10.7 

1. 3.6 

7. 25.0 

1. 3.6 

0 , 0.0 

/ 0 . 0.0 

1. 3.6 

1. 3.6 

1 . 3.6 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 : 

0 . 0.0 

0 . 0.0 

1 . 3.6 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

UPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION**15835 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»*26282 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. ........... 1.7 TO 1 

UPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSEO‘VALUATION*»16685 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=*26108; 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM............. * 1.6 TO 1 




SCHOOL DISTRICT 

PROVIDENCE 

PAhTUCKET 

SO. KINGSTORN 

E. GREENWICH 

WOONSOCKET 

E PROVIDENCE 

PORTSMOUTH 

TIVERTON 

LINCOLN 

NO. PROVIDENCE 

JOHNSTON 

SNITHFIELO 

CENTRAL FALLS 

WARWICK 

BURRILLVILLE 

WARREN 

NtODLETOMN 



STATE OF RHODE ISLAND 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS. 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



total federal state 

AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ S * 



965 


17 


1b8 


239 


24. £ 


671 


1 


0.2 


199 


29.6 


1007 


9 


0.9 


256 


25.1 


873 


28 


3.3 


277 


31. 1 


7^3 




0.6 


249 


33. < 


647 


1 


0.2 


176 


27.: 


662 


148 


17.2 


342 


39.1 


764 


19 


2.6 


209 


27.^ 


620 


2 : 


0.5 


207 


33.' 


685 


2 


0.4 


149 


. 21.1 


571 


7 


1.4 


236 


41.^ 


718 


5 


0.8 


313 


43. 1 


518 


1 


0.2 


212 


41.1 


770 


9 


1.3 


258 


33. i 


699 


1 


0.2. 


355 


50.1 


657 . 




1.2 


274 




759 


160 


21.1 


292 


36. 



STATE OF RHODE ISLAND 



S OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS! 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PRDPERTV TAX 
RATE PDTENTIAL 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 

FEDERAL STATE LOCAL FDR LOCAL 10 MILL RATE 



AMCUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


. REVENUE 




% 




S 




$ 




IN MILLS 


$ 


11 


1.8 


239 


24.8 


708 


73.4 


21.40 


331 


1 


0.2 


199 


29.6 


471 


70.2 


17.22 


273 


9 


0.9 


256 


25.7 


738 


73.3 


28.10 


262 


28 


8.3 


277 


31.7 


567 


65.0 


24.66 


230 


: 4 


0.6 


249 




4B9 


65.8 


21.42 


228 


1 


0.2 


176 


27.3 


469 


72.5 


20.84 


225 


148 


17.2 


342 


39.7 


372 


43.1 


17.05 


218 


19 


2.6 


209 


27.4 


534 


70.0 


25.09 


213 


2 


0.5 


207 


33.4 


410 


66*2 


19.26 


213 


2 


0.4 


149 


21.8 


533 


77.9 


25.08 


212 


7 


1.4 


236 


41.4 


327 


57.2 


00 

00 

• ' 


206 


5 


0.8 


313 


43.6 


400 


55.7 


20.39 


196 


1 


0.2 


212 


41.0 


304 


58.8 


16.02 


190 


9 


1.3 


256 


33.6 


501 


65.1 


26.66 


188 


1 


0.2 


355 


50.8 


' 342 


49.0 


20.46 


167 


’ ' 8 


1.2 


274 


41.8 


374 ' 


>‘56.9 


22.43 


166 


160 


21.1 


292 


38.5 


307 


40.4 


20.11 


152 



* 







STATE OF RHODE ISLAND 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL CISTRICTS= 40 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT- 177666 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^ S 136.3 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



f 

I ^ 

■ 



PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=.... 11045 ( 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 143754 

ADDITIONAL COST= $ 45.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$1045 ( 90TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 143754 

ADDITIONAL COST- % 45.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$ 853 ( BOTH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 129B54 

ADDITIONAL COST- % 18.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....! 821 ( 70TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 110357 

ADDITIONAL COST» $ 13.9 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^....! 766 ( 60TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS-... 96544 

ADDITIONAL COST......... % 8.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 736 ( 50TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 78597 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... $ 5.3 MILLION 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 



NUMBFR OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* A6 5 

STATEWIOF AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 555 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 499 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PFR PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 397 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=! 610 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM !•! 



PPE(!I 

CLASS INTERVAL EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 



100 .- 200 . 

200.- 300. 

300.- 400. 

400.- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 

700.- BOO. 
eoo.- 900. 
900.- loon. 
1000 .- 1100 . 
1100 .- 1200 . 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. 
1700.- 1900. 
1800.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000 .- 2100 . 
2100 .- 2200 . 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 2600. 



* 

** 



0 10 20 30 ^0 50 60 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95,.TH PERCENTILE! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 426 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE*! ' 562 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO M I N! MUM * *•' 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 9Q.fH PERCENTILE! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 436 ! 

DISTRICT MAXIMUMPER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 550 
RATIO OF MAX IMUM TO MINIMUM. ......* 1. 



4sa-aa8 o • • la 
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'■ 'I;' 



SOUTH CAROLINA 

NUMBFR OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS® A6 

STATEVnOF AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEN01TURE=$ 5?5 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=$ 4.99 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE® $ 397 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PEP PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=» 610 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



1.5 TO I 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 



Mk4i4i 



60 



70 



80 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE«$ 426 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* J 562 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... . . .= 1 . 3 TO 1 

PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 436 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 550 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1.3 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

C. 

1 . 

20 . 

23. 

2. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
0.0 
2.2 
43o5 
50.0 
4.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
c.o 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 

DISPAR17IES IN PROPERTY VALUATION P£ 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 78 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZE! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZE! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZE! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.... 



PPVCSI 

CLASS INTERVAL 

''O' 



EACH • REPRESENTS I SCHOOL OISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 



S4S1.- 8294. 

8294.- 11C96. 
11096.- 13899. 
13899.- 16702. 
167U2.- 19505. 
19505.- 22308. 
22308.- 25110. 
25110.- 27913. 
27913.- 30716. 
30716.- 33519. 
33519.- 36322. 
36322.- 39124. 
39124.- 41927. 
41927.- 44730. 
44730.- 47533. 
W7533.- 50336. 
'b0336«- 53138. 
34138.- 55941. 
54941.- 58744. 
>^744.- 61547. 
61547.- 64350. 



***** 

**** 

******* 

************* 

**A******* 

************* 

********** 

**** 

***** 

**** 

:♦ ■ i 
* '■ ' ' 



64350.- 67152. 
67152.-69955. 

69 9 55.- 72758. 

IZlbb,- 75561. ♦ 

0 10 



20 30 



40 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIDN W 
OISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZE 
OISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM........ 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION H 
OISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZE 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM........ 
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SOUTH CAROLINA 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUNBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 78 



SCHOOL YEAR 1963/69 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$22936 

DISTRICT HINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 8293 

DISTRICT HAXIHUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION'S 72758 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MI NI HUH. TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 60 



I-**** 



50 



60 



70 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

5. 

4. 

7. 

13. 

10. 

13. 

10 . 

4. 

5. 

6 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0. 

0. 

0 . 

0. 

1 . 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



ER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSEO VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT HINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N«S10082 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N-S34935 



RATIO OF/HAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



.........I 



I -3 . 5-1 T0,'-1' 



ER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSEO VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL< EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N«S12818 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N«i32751 
I RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. ....i. ...^2.6 TO 1 ‘ i 



PERCENT 

IN CLASS 

0.0 

6.4 ■ 

5.1 
9.0,; 

16.7 

12.8 

16.7 

12.8 
5.1 , 
6.4 
5.1 
1.3 
1.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 ' 
0.0 
0,0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
li3 



ERIC 



176 



W 







STATE 


OF SOUTH 


CAROLINA 






REVENUES 


OF SELECTED SCHOOL 


DISTRICTS, 


1968-9 






REVENUES PER PUPIL 




I 


TOTAL FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 


i • . 

AMOUNT 


STATE 

PERCENT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


% 


$ 




$ 




LEXINGTON NO. 5 


528 


39 V 


7.5 


225, 


42.7 


CALHOUN NO. 1 


366 


0 


0.0 


239 


65.4 


DORCHESTER NO. 3 


384 


62 


21.4 


220 


57^.3 


GREENVILLE 


436 


42 


9.7 


220 


50.5 


SPARTANBURG NO. ^ 


413; f 


32 


7.7 


238 


57.8 


CHESTER 


483 


133 


27.6 


257 


53.2 


CHARLESTON 


399 


103 


25.9 


207 


52.0 


LAURENS NO. 55 


376 


48 


12.9 


228 


60.6 


AIKEN 


451 


103 


22.9 


232 


51.4 


MARLBORO 


484 


161 


33i4 


227 


47.0 


SPARTANBURG NO. 1 


394 


51 ■ 

i 


13.0 


240 


61.0 


LEXINGTON NO. 1 


360 


' ; 30 i ■ ' 


8.4 


218 


60.4 


YORK NO. 2 


343 


. y- ■ 


13.1 


233 


' 68.1 


BAMBERG NO. 1 


402 


113 


28.3 

30.0; 


217 


54.1 


MARION NO. 2 


386 


115 


206 


; 53.3 


FLORENCE NO. 4 


• 369;ii'^,. " 




20.9 


227 


..V , .. 61.5 


CLARENDON NO. 1 


392 


14 6 


37.4 


197 


50.3 
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STATE DF SOUTH CAROLINA 
EVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1963-9 

REVENUES PER PUPIL : ; 

PROPERTY TAX 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


^ LOCAL 

' AMOUNT . 

$ 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


39 


7.5 


225 


42.7 


263 


49.0 ; 


in 

. 


53 


0 


0*0 


239 


65.4 


126 


34.6 


45.26 


27 


62 


2U4 


220 


57.3 


81 


21.3 


34.34 


23 


'♦2 


9.7 


220 


50.5 


173 


39.0 


75.03 


22 


32 


7.1 


238 


57.0 


.V 142; 


34.5 


63.73 


22 


133 


27*6 


257 


53.2 


93 


19.2 


44.66 


20 


103 


25#9 


207 


52.0 


; 88 


22.1 


42.69 


20 


40 


12.9 


220 


60.6 


■ ; 99 


26.5 


50.96 


19 


103 


22.9 . 


232 


51.4 


116 


25.7 


62.62 


18 


161 


33.4 


227 


47.0 


■ 94 ^ 


19.6 


53.78 


51 


13.0 


' 240 


61.0 


102 


26 *0 


63.92 


16 ■!' 


30 


; 8.4 . 


: 210 


60.4 


112 


31.2 


74.36 


15 




p.l 


233 


60.1 


‘■\64 ■ ‘ 


10.8^' 


' 47.09 


13 




28.3 


217 


54.1 


71 


17.7 


54.38 


13 


■ 115 ' ' 


■■ 30.0, ■ 


206 


53.3 


■ ;• 64_\,;';:\ 


' •*'46.0;^ 


62.12 


10 


• ,■^. 77 , . . ; 


-20.9,,/,: , 


227 






; 17.7 ■ : 


70.2 5 


9 


166 


37.4 


197 


50.3 


46 


12.3 


84.2 2 


-.■5 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL 0ISTR1CTS= 46 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT= 599884 

TOTAL EXPENOITURE=. $ 305.5 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE- .... $ 562 I 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 509435 

ADDITIONAL COST= . V. • S 28.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE= ... .$ 562 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 
NUillBER OF PUPILS-.... .... ...... 509435 

ADDITIONAL COST- .$ 28.2 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE* ... .$ 544 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^. 446280 

ADDITIONAL COST= S 19.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 533 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*...... 388049 

ADDITIONAL COST*......^ $ 14.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....^ 512 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 309995 

ADDITIONAL COST*...... 6.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 511 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*........ ...... 257953 

ADDITIONAL COST*...... S 6.4 MILLION 



7 
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SOUTH DAKOTA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISrRICTS= 65 8 SCHOOL YEA 

STATEWlDfc AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=t 657 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL E XP END I TUR E=t 799 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXP END ITURE= $ 175 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPhNDITURE=t 6D12 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 



PPE( 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH ♦ 



in 



REPRESENTS I 
20 30 



SCHOOL 



OISTR ICT 
40 



50 



60 



70 



ItC.- 200. 
2C0.- 3CC. 
30C.- 400. 

400.- 50C. 

500.- 60‘C. 

600.- 700. 

7CU.- 80 C. 

800.- 900. 

9C0.- 1000. 
ICOO.- HOC. 
1100 .- 1200 . 
1200.- 13tC. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 15CC. 
1500.- 160C. 
1600.- 1700. 
1700.- 18CC. 
1800.- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000.- 2 ICC. 
2100 .- 2200 . 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 240C. 
240C.- 2500. 
2500.- 6013. 



0* 

s9i :(c t « 

<( 4i4( ««« 4t «««««« >X 3Cc «««« Kx ««« ♦ 

)>«« <t 

4i 4t 4( 4t >}t « « « « 4t <t « « 4t « « « 4( 4x 4( « 4( 4( ♦ ♦ 

4i4(« 

:Qe )}c « « « « y<4t*4( ♦ « 

♦ ♦ 

■' ♦♦ -;■■ 

■ ♦♦♦.; 

'■> 

4i4(«4(4(4t> 

0 10 2C 30 40 50 60 70 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 422 ^ 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 1513 

RATIU OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM ^............*=3.6 TO I 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 479 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 1253 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM .....= 2.6 TO 



V. 



308 
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SOUTH oakota 

OOL OISTRICTS= 658 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

RAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE = $ 657 

age per pupil EXPEN0ITURE = $ 799 

MUM PER PUPIL EXPCNDITURE=S 175 
MUM PER PUPIL EXPbNOITURE=t 6012 
MUM TO MINIMUM. 34. 2 TO I 



ENTS I SCHOOL OISTRICT 

30 4vO 50 



60 70 80 



♦ ♦ 1 1 ♦ iji ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦ V ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 

c ♦♦♦<:♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 
♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 



■ ■'■', ' . .-' ■ ■ \\\:. . . '■ ’ . . 
..• • "'3; ■ ■■' ■ ^ 'i ; 

, 30■^■ ', ;; V= ' ^0 ■ 50 , ;:-60' ■ ‘70 ■ '80 

TUR6S WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
IMIJM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*$ 422 

IMUM PER PUPIL EXPEN 01 TURE»i 1513 j 

|IMUM To MI NI MU M. . ... ..•••...••••* 3. 6 TO J . 

TURES WITHIN 10 . TH TO 90 . TH PERCENTILES ' 

IMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 479 

IMUM PER PUPIL EXPfiNOITURE=S 1253 : 

IMUM TO MINIMUM...’..,..............® 2.6 TO I 




PERCENT 

FREQUENCY IN CLASS 

2. 0.3 

3. 0.5 

18. 2.7 

54. 8.2 

12B. 19.5 

142. 21.6 



107. 16.3 



63. 9.6 



25. 3.8 

28. 4.3 



15. 

15. 

14. 

9. 

9. 

2 . 

4. 

2 . 

4. 

3. 

2 . 

1. 

1 . 

0 . 

7 . 



2.3 

2.3 

2.1 

1.4 
1.4 
0.3 ! 
0.6 
0.3 
0.6 
0.5 
0.3 
0.2 
0.2 








PPV< 
CLASS I 

2390 .- 
3843 .- 
5297 .- 
6751 .- 
8204 .- 
9658 .- 
11111 .- 
12565 .- 
14018 .- 
15472 .- 
16925 .- 
16379 .- 
19832 .- 
21286 .- 
, 22739 .- 
» 193 .- 
|;KI;64 7. - 
aTlOO.- 
n 554 .- 

30007.- 
3146 l.r 
22914.- 
3436 8*- 
35821.- 
37275.- 



$1 

NT6RVAL 

0 

3843. 
5297. * 
6751. 

82 04. ‘ 
965 8. 

mil. 

12565. 

14018. 

15472. 

1692 5. 
18379. 
19832. ** 
21286. 
22739. ♦ 
24193. * 
25647. ♦♦♦ 
27100. 
28554. * 
30007. *♦ 
31461. * 
32914. * 
3^368. 
35821. 
37275. 

3872 8. * 






SOUTH DAKOTA 

DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 14 SCHOOL ' 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 9.7 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 60 





10 20 30 40 50 60 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH P 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 8.3 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH P 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*! 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM .....= 1.7 TO 1 
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SOUTH DAKOTA 



S IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 14 SCHOOL YEAR 1963/69 

VERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0Na$24802 
INIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION'S 3843 
AXIHUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N»$37274 
AXIHUM TO MINIMUM * 9.7 TO 1 



RESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

30 40 50 60 70 




30 40 50 60 70 



80 



00 



PERCENT 

FREQUENCY IN CLASS 



0 . 

1. 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

2 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

3» 

0 . 

1 . 

2 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1. 



0.0 

7.1 

, 0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0,0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

14.3 
0.0 
7.1 
7.1 

21.4 
0.0 
7.1 

14.3 

7.1 

7.1 

0.0 

0.0 

o.b 

7.1 




.IZEO ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5. TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
UNIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION* I 3843 
1AXIPUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION«$31725 
I AX I MUM TO MINI MUM. . 0.3 TO I 

.IZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-$18523^^^^^^^^ ^ 

IIAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»$31370 i 
^AXIHUH TO MINI MUM»# •••••••••••••••••*!• 7 TO I 










STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 

MITCHELL 
LAKE CENTRAL 
LEAD 

SOUIX FALLS 

BROOKINGS 

ID. NO. 32 

WATERTOMN 

YANKTON 

RAPID CITY 

HURON 

PIERRE 

TODD 

DOUGLAS 



TOTAL 

S 


FEDERAL 

AHOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCEN 


860 


105 


12.3 


70 


8. 


723 


49 


6. 8 


83 




578 


21 


3.8 


77 


13. 


637 


32 


5.1 


72 


11« 


758 


61 


,8.1 




10« 


573 


26 


5.0 


79 


1% 


584 


47 


8.2 


74 


iz* 


616 


41 


6.7 


71 


11. 


658 


6 ^ 


1 9.8 : 


78 


11. 


611 


38 


6.3 


69 


11. 


562 


34 


6«2 


73 


13. 


S66 


674 


68.5 ■' ■■■'• 


98 


10< 


678 . 


513 


75. 7 


111 


16, 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

VENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS t 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 



RATE 

NECESSARY 



POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 



FEDERAL 

]UNT PERCENT 

% 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

% 


PERCENT 


FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN HILLS 


10 MILL RATE 

$ 


105 




12.3 


70 


8.2 


684 


79.5 


18.36 


372 


49 




6. 8 


83 


Ii.5 


591 


81.7 


18.63 


317 


21 




3.8 


77 


13.4 


470 


82.8 


15.26 


313 


32 




5.1 


72 


II. 3 


533 


83.6 


18.19 


293 


61 




8. 1 


79 


10.4 


610 


81.5 


21.30 


290 


28 


■ ';*■ ” ' 


5.0 


79 


13.9 


464 


81.1 


16.96 


274 


47 


8«2 


74 


12.7 


462 


79.1 


18.69 


247 


41 




6.7 


71 


11.5 


504 


81.8 


20.67 


244 


64 




■ ® 


78 


11.9 


515 


78.3 


21.95 


234 


38 




6. 3 


69 


11.3 


503 


82.6 


23.30 


216 


34 




6.2 


73 


13.2 


453 


80.6 


23.67 


191 


674 


■ ry' 


68.5 


98 


10.0 


212^ 


21.5 


8.39: 


253 

t 


513 


\; 

M 


75.7 


III 


16.5 


..,■52 

' ' : • V;! 


7.8 


13.73 


30 



■ U.\ 



ERiC! 



101 






STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 658 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT-. 166160 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^: $ 105.2 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES.... S 823 * 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPI LS=. •.•••...•.•• • 149542 

ADDITIONAL S 30.8 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 750 ( 90TH PERCENT ILE » 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 141134 

ADDITIONAL COST^ .$ 20.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 681 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*... 124333 

ADDITIONAL COST* S 10.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 637 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 1C7564 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 5.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 607 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 74265 

ADDITIONAL COST* ...$ 2.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 607 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*...^. 74265 

ADDITIONAL COST*.... S 2.6 MILLION 



O 

ERJC 
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TXNNBSSBB 

MDHBBR OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS> 149 SCHOOL 

STiTBRIDE RVBRA6B PER POPII. BXPBMOITDRB-S 560 

DISTRICT AVEBROB PER POPIL BXPBMDITURB«S 467 
DISTRICT HIMiaUR PBR PDPIL BXPBSOIT01B»S 315 
DISTRICT BAXIHON PBR POPIL EXPENDITURE'S 774 
RATIO OF HAXINDN TO NIMINUN > 2.5 TO 1 




PPB(S) 

CLASS INTERVAL 



100 .- 

200 .- 

300.- 

400.- 

500.- 
600.- 
700.- 
800.- 
900.- 
1000 .- 
1100 .- 
1200 .- 
1300.- 
1400.- 
1500.- 
1600.- 
1700.- 
1800.- 
1900. r 
2000 .- 
2100 .- 
2200 .- 
2300.- 
2400.- 
2500.- 



200 . 

300. 

400. 

500. 

600. 

700. 

800. 

900. 

1000. 

1100. 

1200. 

1300. 

1400. 

1500. 

1600. 

1700. 

1800. 

1900. 

2000 . 

2100. 

2200 . 

2300. 

2400. 

2500. 

2600. 



BACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



60 






10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PBR PUPIL BXPBNOITUBBS HITHII 5.TH TO 95.TH PBRCBNTILBS 
DISTRICT BINIBUN PBR PUPIL BXPBMDITUIB«S 376 
DISTRICT HiXIHUH PBR PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 594 
RATIO OF HAXiaUN TO HZMZHUH > 1.6 TO 1 



PBR PUPZL BXPBNDITURBS IZTHZN 10.TH TO 90.TH PBRCBNTILBS 
DISTRICT HINIHUH PBR PUPIL BXPBHDITURB>S 389 
DISTRICT HAXIBUR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 549 
RATIO OF HAXIHDH TO * 1»“ TO 1 




183 



TBNNBSSSB 



aOOL DISTBICTS* 149 

BBAGB BEB B 1. BXPBHDITOBB*S 560 



SCHOOL TBAB 1969/70 



BLOB PEB POl^L BXPBNDITURB«S 
laUB PBB POPIL BXPBNDITOBB«S 
[laOH PBB POPIL BXPBMDITUBB«S 
[IHQH TO 



467 

315 

774 



2.5 TO 1 



SSBNTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

30 40 50 60 70 80 



30 40 50 60 



70 80 



PBRCBNT 

FREQUENCY IN CLkSS 



0 . 

0 . 

20 . 

91. 

31. 

5. 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 



0.0 

0.0 

13.4 

61.1 

20.8 

3.4 

1.3 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 



i ►M' 



ITUBBS MITHIB 5.IH TO 95. TH PBBCBNTILBS 

MiaOB PBB POPIL BXPBNDITURB«S 376 

XIBOa PBB POPIL BXPBN0IT0RE«S 594 

XiaOH TO ■ W 1 

ITORBS IITHIM 10. TH TO 90. TH PBBCBBTILBS 

NIHUH PBB POPIL BXl*BMDITORR>S 389 

XIHUH PEB POPIL EXPEBDITOREaS 549 

XiaOH TO * *0 ’ 
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TENNESSEE 






DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIl 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 108 






DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EGUALIZED ASSES! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PPVU) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO 



EC 1 

9S52.- 

13C88.- 

16624 *- 

20159.- 



23695.- 

27231.- 

30767.- 

34302.- 

37838.- 

41374.- 



44910.- 

46445.- 

51981.- 

35517.- 

)l«C53.- 



tf)2588.- 
^ 124 .- 
'o$66C. — 



73196.- 

76731.- 

8C267*- 

83803.- 

87339.- 

90874.- 



9552. 

13CB8. •♦••****•••• 

16624. *•♦♦••• 

2C159* 

23695. ********************* 

27231. 

30767. 

34302. ••• 

37838. ••♦♦♦♦ 

41374. • 

44910. 

48445. •••♦♦ 

51981. * 

55517. ♦ 

59C53. • 

62588. 

66124. • 

69660. * 

73196. • 

76731. *♦ 

80267. 

838C3. 

87339. 

90874. * 

94410. 4 

0 10 20 



30 40 



50 



50 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION UlTHlN 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... 



PER PUPIL equalized ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 1 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 







184 
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TENNtSSEE 



ES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
SCHOOL OlSTRlCTS-= 108 SCHOOL YEAR 1960/69 

AVERAGE PER PUPIL EOUALIZkD ASSESSED V ALUAT I0N= S28303 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EOUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION»$ 9552 
PAXIMUH PER PUPIL EOUALIZEU ASSESSED VALUATI0N*S9O874 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM > 9.5 TO 1 



PRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

30 40 5 0 60 70 



? 30 40 50 60 70 



PERCENT 



FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


C. 


0.0 


12. 


11.1 


7. 


6.5 


17. 


15.7 


21. 


19.4 


12. 


11. 1 


11. 


10.2 


3. 


2.8 


6. 


5.6 


1. 


0.9 


3. 


2.8 


5. 


4.6 


1. 


0.9 


1. 


0.9 


1. 


C.9 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.9 


1. 


0.9 


1. 


0.9 


2. 


1.9 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.9 


1. 


0.9 



kLIZEO ASSESSED VALUATION HlTHlN 5.TH TU 95. TH PERCENTILES 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT 10N>tl0554 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT10N«S65645 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 6.2 TO 1 

ILIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION*$ 12890 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N-A47A11 
MAXIMUM TU MINIMUM ■ 3.7 TU 1 





184 



STATE OF TENNESSEE 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 

I 

j SULLIVAN 
I DAVIDSON 
HAOISON 
BRADLEV 
RHEA 
MEAKLEV 
HAURV 

I CHATTANOOGA 
i RUTHERFORD 
m HARDIN 
I MEMPHIS 
I HAMKINS 
COCKE 
LAWRENCE 
CANNON 
■ '' j MORGAN 
I MONTGOMERY 



O 




FEDERAL STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT PERCENT 



$ 




$ 




44 


6.9 


217 


33.7 


50 


8«8 


200 


34«5 


80 


19«6 


222 


54.0 


53 


13«9 


203 


52.7 


76 


17.9 


237 


55.9 


127 


27.7 


220 


47.9 


45 


11.0 


220 


53.3 


139 


21.1 

/. 

^ 20.4 


225 


34.1 


82 


224 


56.0 


83 


19.6 


246 


57.6 


53 


9.9 


212 


39.5 


89 


21.9 


228 


55.9 


99 


23.3 


217 


51.1 


58 


14.8 


221 


56.0 


71 


18.1 


244 


6lm9 


151 


28.4 


282 


52m9 


142 


24.7 


235 


40.7 



TOTAL 

$ 

6A6 

579 

All 

386 

425 

460 

414 

661 

401 

428 

536 

408 

425 

395 

394 

533 

578 



319 



185 



STATE OF TENNESSEE 



UES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



/ 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 



PROPERTY TAX 



STATE 



LOCAL 



AHO» NT 



PERCENT 



AMOUNT 



PERCENT 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 



POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 



$ 




$ 




$ 




IN MILLS 


$ 


A4 


6.9 


217 


33.7 


384 


59.5 


2.04 


1888 


50 


8»B 


200 


34.5 


328 


56.7 


4.50 


730 


80 


19*6 


222 


54.0 


108 


26.3 


2.27 


477 


53 


13.9 


203 


52.7 


129 


33.4 


3.66 


353 


76 


17.9 


237 


55.9 


111 


26.2 


3.39 


328 


127 


27.7 


220 


47.9 


112 


24.4 


3.87 


290 


45 


11. 0 


2 20 


53.3 


148 


35.7 


5.55 


266 


139 


21.1 


225 


34.1 


296 


44.6 


11.33 


261 


82 


20.4 


224 


56.0 


94 


23.6 


3.74 


253 


83 


19.6 


246 


57.6 


97 


22.8 


4.04 


241 


53 


9.9 


212 


3% 5 


271 


50.6 


11.74 


231 


89 


21.9 


228 


55.9 


90 


22.2 


4.09 


221 


99 


23.3 


217 


51.1 


108 


25.6 


4.93 


220 


58 


14* 8 


221 


56.0 


115 


29.2 


5.92 


195 


71 


18.1 


244 


61.9 


79 


20.1 


4.19 


189 


151 


28.4 


282 


52.9 


99 


18.7 


5.41 


164 


142 


24.7 


239 


40.7 


200 


34.6 


11.31 


177 



4 \ 

: i 

^ 6 



o 

ERIC 



185 



320 



STATE OF TENNESSEE 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 149 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 836013 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* $ 428.0 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... •$ 629 I 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 696299 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 88.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*... .$ 629 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 696299 

ADDITIONAL COST* % 88.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 593 ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 623312 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 64.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE*....$ 577 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 495669 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 54.0 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 535 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 458658 

ADDITIONAL COST* «...$ 33.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 491 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 372860 

ADDITIONAL COST*... 




321 



$ 



14.9 MILLION 



TEXAS 



o 

ERIC 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL 0 ISTR I C TS>1 1 BS 

STATEHinE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 581 



SC 



DISTRICT average PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 583 
DISTRICT PINIHUM PEP PUPIL EXf'END'.TURE*! 197 
DISTRICT PAXIPUM PEP PUPIL EXPENCITUBE»!ll096 
RATIO OF PAXIMUM TO 



> 56.2 



PPE(!I 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH • 



ID 



REPRESENTS 1 
2C 30 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 
40 



50 



60 



100.- 


200. 


• 








2C0.- 


30C. 










300.- 


^00. 










400.- 


500. 










500.- 


600* 






















600.- 


700. 










700.- 


900. 










800.- 


900. 










900.- 


1000. 










1000.- 


IIOO. 










IIOO.- 


1200. 










1200.- 


1300. 










13C0.- 


UOO. 








t 


140''.- 


1500. 










1500.- 


1600» 










UOO.- 


170C. 


0 








1700.- 


1 80C. 










1800.- 


1 900. 










1900.- 


2000. 


00 








2C00. - 


2100. 


000 








2100.- 


2200> 


00 








2200.- 


2300. 










23C0.- 


2^cC0t 










2400.- 


2t)00. 


0 








2500.-: 


UCV6. 


00000 









10 



2C 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURES MiTHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PINIPUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 426 
DISTRICT PAXIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! U98 
RATIO OF PAXIP.UM TO - 2.P 



PEP PUPIL EXPENDITURES PiTHIN 10. Th TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PININUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 460 
DISTRICT PAXIPllP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 956 
RATIO OF PAX I PUP TO PINIPUH... 2.1 



187 



322 



VEXAS 



OQL DISTRICTS-HB5 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

RAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* 591 

age per pupil EXPENDITURE"* 693 
PUN per pupil EXPENDITURE"* 197 
PUM PER PUPIL EXPEN0ITURE-IU096 
MUM TO MINIMUM..... TO I 



ENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

30 40 50 60 



70 80 



<*««*******' 









• ♦JH************************* 






30 40 50 60 70 

ITURES WITHIN 5.TH TC 95. TH PERCENTILES 

4IPUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* 426 

UMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* IH8 

<IMUt< TO MINIMUM ■ 2.P TO I 



ITURES WITHIN lO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
\IIMUH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* AoO 
XIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE"* ’’58 
kimum to minimum 2"l 



SO 




XS7 



FREQUENCY 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



u 


0#l 




4 * 


0#3 




35 . 


3#0 




IB4 * 


15#5 




365 . 


30#8 




? 53 . 


21.4 




13U 


11.1 




67 # 


5.7 




36 # 


3.0 




22 # 


1.9 


•» 


28 # 


2#4 


■ ** : 


19 # 


1 • 6 


% 


13 # 


X #1 




9 # 


0#8 




4 # 


0 #) 




1 # 


0#1 




0 # 


0.0 




0 # 


0#0 




2 # 


0.2 




3 # 


o#a 




2 # 


0#2 




0 # 


0#0 




0 # 


0#0 




1 # 


0.1 




5 # 


0#4 
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TEXAS 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

i NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 248 

? 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N*»172 
district MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATlON«$ IJ 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT ION* $713 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM »45. 



i 

i 

I 




PPVUI 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

-1450.- 1582. 

1582.- 4614. ••••• 

4614.- 7645. •••••' 

7645.- IC677. ••••• 
10677.- 13709. ••••• 
137C9.- 16740. ••••• 
16740.- 19772. ••••• 
19772.- 22804. ••••• 
22804.- 25836. ••••• 
25836.- 28667. •••** 
28867.- 31899. ***** 
31899.- 34931. ••••• 
.34931.- 37962. ••• 
37962.- 40994. ••••• 
4C994.- 44C26. •• 
*^4026.- 47C58. *** 
3^7058.- 5CCB9. 
WMC89.- 53121. 
53121.- 5ol53. 
56153.- 59185. 
59185.- 62216. •• 
62216.- 65246. * 
65248.- 68260. 
68280.- 71311. 
713U.- 74343. * 

0 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 60 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PER( 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION"$ 5- 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N"$38 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. 7. 



PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PER( 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-* 61 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N-$3H 



RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. 






>■ 4 
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188 



rexAS 



RlTltS IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

R OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 2A8 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

ICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N>I172 13 
ICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 1581 
ICT PAXINUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT ION* $71311 
OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM TO 1 



* REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL OISTRICT 

20 30 90 50 60 70 






»«*** 



20 30 40 



50 60 70 



PERCENT 



FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


0. 


0.0 


7. 


2.8 


25. 


10.1 


47. 


19.0 


40. 


16.1 


30. 


12.1 


23. 


9.3 


21. 


8.5 


14. 


5.6 


11. 


4.4 


5. 


2.0 


8. 


3.2 


3. 


1.2 


5. 


2.0 


2. 


0.8 


3. 


1.2 


0. 


0.0 


n. 


0.0 


c. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


2. 


0.6 


1. 


0.4 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.4 



ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN S*TH TO 95.TH PERCENTILES 
UCT mNIMUN PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION"! 5263 
UCT MAXIMUM PEA PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-131773 
3 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM • 7.4 TO 1 



ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
XICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION*! 6870 
UCT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATI0N-!31658 
3 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 4.6 TO 1 



If 

1^8 
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o 



o 

ERIC 



STATE OF TEXAS 
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REVENUES OF SELECTED 


SCHOOL 


DISTRICTS. 


1960-9 








REVENUES 


PER PUPIL 






SCHOOL DISTRICT 


TOTAL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AHCUNT PERCENT 

% 


AMOUNT 

% 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCA 

AMOUNT 

$ 


ANDREWS 


1352 


D 


C.O 


108 


8.0 


1243 


HIGHLAND PARK 


728 


0 


0.0 


185 25.5 

DAIA DICORSISTEIICY— — 


542 


HUMBLE 








ni»PA 




EAGLE MOUNTAIN-SAG 












PORT NECHES 


618 


D 


0.0 


191 

DATA 


30.9 

1HC0NS1STENCT-— - 


427 


DIMM ITT 














DALLAS 


646 


27 


4.2 


194 


30.1 


425 


ACM CONS. 


695 


12A 


17.9 


296 42.7 

-1 MTA lHrOH9I5TKHrY-~- 


273 


HOUSTON 








t\A«PA 




SHERMAN 














DUNCANVILLE 


!10 


15 


3.0 


272 


53.5 


221 


SULPHUR SPRINGS 


529 


A2 


8.1 


305 


57.6 


181 


ALICE 


577 


81 


14.1 


298 


51.6 


197 


TEXARKANA 


531 


51 


9.8 


289 


54.4 


190 


PLOREVILLE 


555 


79 


14.3 


302 


54,3 


174 


BELTON 


!a1 


87 


16.2 


333 


61.6 


120 


SAN PELIPE 


515 


206 


40.0 


277 


53.8 


31 



189 



r 

i 



STATE OF TEXAS 



OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS. 1568-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 

NECESSARY YIELD AT 



FEDS 


RAL 




STATE 


LOCAL 




FOR LOCAL 


10 MILL RATE 


VFCUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


REVENUE 




$ 




t 




S 




IN MILLS 


8 


0 


C.O 


108 


8.0 


12A3 


92.0 


17.66 


713 


0 


0.0 


185 


25.5 


5A2 


76. 5 


13.05 


615 


. T TIftTfl JLHUWaJLSUWVI— — “ ' 


0 


0.0 


191 30.9 


427 


69.1 


17.06 


239 


27 




— DAIA IllCOKSISTEilCT---~ 
19A 30.1 


425 


65.8 


18.31 


232 


12A 


17.9 


296 A2.7 


273 


39.6 


13.03 


210 




15 


3.0 


■■-■-DAXA 1HWUR3JLS1BHUX- 

272 53.5 


221 


63.5 


16.39 


156 


A2 


8. 1 


305 


57.6 


181 


36.6 


15.32 


118 


81 


lA.l 


298 


51.6 


197 


36.3 


17.67 


113 


81 


9.8 


289 


5A.A 


190 


35.9 


18.32 


106 


79 


1A.3 


302 


5A.3 


17A 


31.6 


16.73 


106 


87 


16. 2 


333 


61.6 


120 


22.2 


19.95 


60 


2C6 


AO.O 


277 


53.8 


31 


6.2 


20.18 


15 




189 
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STATE OF TEXAS 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS-11B5 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT- 2I|24I56 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE- $1352.6 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS! 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....* 729 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 21B1917 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 394.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....* 66B ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 2059234 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 263.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....* 607 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 1808362 

ADDITIONAL COST- $ 144.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....* 577 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS...... 1575547 

ADDITIONAL COST- <•$ 92.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....* 552 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 1290992 

ADDITIONAL COST- * !>5.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....* 540 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 938223 

ADDITIONAL COST- 



* 40.9 MILLION 



NUMBtR OF SCHOOL OtSTRlCTS* 

^TArrMtOE AVERACE PER PUPIL EXPENOttURE*ft 600 



o 

ERIC 



Ots *tcr AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOttURE*! 696 
DIStRICr niNiNUR PER PUPIL ExPEMOltURE«S 533 
DISTRICT MAXiRUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1516 1 

RATIO OF HAXIMUR TO ••••••••.a 2*« 

I 



i 







PPEI SI 

CLASS INTERVAL EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

C in 2C 30 60 SO 60 



ICO.- 


200. 




200.- 


30D. 




3C0.- 


6CO. 




600.- 


500. 




co.- 


600. 


*******«•**«•*• 


600.- 


70C. 




7C0.- 


800. 




8C0.- 


900. 


*** 


900.- 


1000. 


* 


ICOO.- 


IICO. 


** 


1100.- 


120C. 




1200.- 


1300. 




1300.- 


1600. 




16C0.- 


15C0. 




1500.- 


1600. 


• 


i6cr.- 


170C. 




1700.- 


18C0. 




1800.- 


19CC. 




1900.- 


2C0C. 




2000.- 


2100. 




2100.- 


220L. 




2200.- 


2300. 




2300.- 


26CC. 




2600.- 


2 500. 




2500.- 


2600. 





G 1C 20 30 60 50 60 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES MlTHlN 5.TH TO 95.TH PERCBfTILE! 
DISTRICT HINIMUR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 536 
DISTRICT HAXIRUR PER PUPiL EXPENDITURE** 1022 
RATIO OF MAXiRUR TO NiNinUN.**.****.* !•' 

PER PU(>IL EXPENDITURES MiTHiN 10. TH TO 90 .Th PERCENTILE 
DISTRICT RINIRUR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 563 
DISTRICT RAXIRUR PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** S76 
ratio of RAXIRUR To !•< 



4$9-SSt O - W - M 



329 



191 






R OF SCHOOL OISTftlCTS* ^0 SCHOOL TEAR 1969/70 

MIOE AVERAGE PER PUPtL EXPENOtTURE«» 600 

ICr AVERAGE PER PUPtL EXPENOITURE*A 696 
icr nItlinUR per pupil EXPEN0ITURE*S 533 
ter RAXlWn PER PUPIL EXPEN0ITURE*S 1516 
OF NAXIHL^ TO HtNtnUR * 2iB TO 1 



PERCENT 

• REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL OIStRtCT PREQUENCV IN CLASS 

2C 30 60 50 60 70 80 



0. 


0.0 


c . 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


15. 


37.5 


11. 


27.5 


7 . 


17.5 


3. 


7.5 


1. 


2.5 


2. 


5*0 


0. 


0.0 


c . 


0.9 


0. 


0.0 


r . 


0*0 


1. 


2.5 


0. 


9.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.9 




9.0 


0. 


0,0 


0. 


9.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


9. 


9.0 


n . 


0.0 



20 3 0 60 50 60 7 0 89 

EXPENDITURES HlTHtN 5.TH TO 95«TH PERCENTILES 
itCT NININUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 536 
tier NAXlNUn PER RUPlL EXPENDITURE'S 1022 
I OF MAXlNUn TO HI 1*9 TO 1 

EXPENOnURES MlTHlN lO.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTILES 
lICT RINIHUN PER PUPIL EXPENOITUREaS 563 
llCt NAXINUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 976 
I OF NAXlmin TU 1.6 TO 1 





151 






UTAH 

OtSPARtrtES IN PROPfRTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
ROWER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 26 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ECUALI2EO ASSESSED V 

DISTRICT RIMIPUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V 

district RAXIPUH PER PUPIL EOUALUFD ASSESSED V 

RATIO OF RAXIRUP TO * 



PPVIAI 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 

e639.*> I2E63. 
12863.* 1TC87. 
17087.* 21311. 
21311.* 25535. 
25535.- 2Q759. 
29759.- 33983. 
33983.* 382C6. 
38206.* 62A3C. 
62630.- 65656. 
66656.- 50878. 
5C878.- 55102. 
55102.- 59326. 
59326.- 5355C. 
63550.- 67776. 
67776.- 71998. 
•71998.- 76222. 
'76222.- 80665. 
80665.- 86669. 
86669.- 88R93. 
88893.- 93117. 
93117.- 97361. 
97361.-101565. 
101565.-105789. 
105789.-110C13. 
110013.-116236. 



10 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL 
20 30 



OISTRitT 

60 



50 



**** 

** 

•** 

*** 



10 



20 



30 



60 



50 



PER PUPIL equalized assessed valuation within 5.TH 
DISTRICT RINIRUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT RAXINUH PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
ratio of RAXIRUN to NiNIMUR. 

PER PUPll EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WiTHiN lO.TH 
DISTRICT RINIRUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
DISTRICT RAXIRUN PER PU«*tL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF RAXIMUP TO .....•• 



192 



331 



UTAH 



tSPARirtES IN PROPrRTY Vi>LUATION PER PUPIL 

UPBEP. OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 26 SCM0.1L YEAR 1968/69 

ISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUAL I ZED ASSESSED VALUATION** 29081 
ISTRICT PIMIPUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALdATIO*!** 1285T 
ISTRICT PAXIPUP PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N**110012 
ATIO OF PAXiPUP TO * 0*^ TO I 



ACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 AO 50 60 TO 80 



20 30 AO 50 60 TO 80 

iPiL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5 .Th TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
)ISTRICT PINIPUN PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION** 1A2A6 

DISTRICT PAXiPUP PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION** A36A8 

lATiO OF PAXIPUP TO * 3*1 TO 1 

JPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 9C.TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PINIPUP PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION** 1A8A1 

DISTRICT PAXIPUP PER PUPfL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION** A281A 

lATIO OF PAXIPUP TO PINIPUP 2.9 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

3 . 

8 . 

A. 

?. 

2 . 

3 . 

0 . 

3. 

0. 

0 . 

9 . 

9. 

0 . 

C. 

0 . 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

n. 

0 . 

D. 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
11. 5 
30. R 
I5.A 
T. T 
T.T 
11.5 
0.0 
11.5 
3.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0,0 
3. 8 



o 
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STATE OF UTAH 



REVEPtUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OtSTRlCTS* 1068-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

TOTAL FEDERAL STATE 







AHOUMT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PCTCEfiT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


i 


% 








SAN JUAN 


913 


223 


2A.S 


55 


6«1 


IRON 


653 


79 


12.2 


247 


37.9 


GRAND 


61^ 


56 


9.1 


222 


36«3 


SALT LAKE CITY 


621 


44 


7.2 


237 


38«2 


JORDAN 


530 


16 


3.2 


237 


44«R 


BOX ELDER 


567 


75 


13.4 


283 


50.0 


EKERY 


656 


43 


6.7 


417 


63.6 


DUCHESNE 


623 


55 


9.0 


403 


64«8 


PROVO 


536 


40 


7.6 


330 


61«7 


SEVIER 


615 


80 


13.0 


373 


60«8 


GRANITE 


504 


29 


4.0 


315 


62*5 


TOOELE 


539 


89 


16.6 


311 


57«8 


NEBO 


540 


49 


9.1 


356 


66«0 


RURRAV 


473 


16 


3.6 


339 


7U7 


WASHINGTON 


501 


34 


6.8 


369 


73#7 


WEBER 


515 


63 


12.3 


355 


68«9 


DAVIS 


508 


55 


10.9 


364 


7U7 
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STATE OE UTAH 
S OE SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1068*9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTT TAX 



RATE 

NECESSARY 



potential 

YIELD AT 



FEOEI^AL 

JOHt f^EPXEMT 

% 


AilOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AiWJUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN NtLLS 


10 MILL f 
% 


223 


24.5 


55 


6. 1 


634 


69.3 


25.07 


253 


79 


12.2 


267 


37.9 


325 


39.8 


31.50 


103 


56 


9.1 


222 


36.3 


335 


53.6 


32.93 


101 


66 


7.2 


237 


38.2 


340 


53.7 


33. 53 


98 


16 


3.2 


237 


00. fl 


276 


52.0 


32.36 


85 


75 


13.4 


283 


so.o 


207 


36.6 


28.82 


72 


63 


6.7 


617 


63.6 


195 


29.8 


29,32 


66 


55 


9.0 


403 


60.8 


163 


26.3 


29.81 


54 


60 


7.6 


330 


61. T 


164 


30.8 


32.99 


90 


80 


13.0 


373 


60. 8 


161 


26.2 


• 

CD 


48 


20 


4.0 


315 


62.5 


169 


33.5 


36.30 


46 


89 


16.6 


311 


57.8 


138 


25.6 


30.35 


45 


69 


9.1 


356 


66.0 


134 


23.9 


31.67 


42 


16 


3.6 


339 


71.7 


116 


23.7 


29,73 


39 


34 


6 • 8 


369 


73.7 


97 


19.5 


28.63 


34 


63 


12»3 


355 


68.9 


96 


18.8 


29.51 


32 


55 


10,0 


364 


71.7 


88 


17.5 


30.00 


29 



193 



334 






STATE OF UTAH 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 40 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 287406 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE* % 169.1 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 96TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 710 C 95TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 256629 

ADDITIONAL COST*...... A 33.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... A 630 C 90TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 216774 

ADDITIONAL COST* * A 13.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... A 613 C 80TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 212768 

ADDITIONAL COST* A 9.4 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..A 601 C TOTH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 185175 

ADDITIONAL COST* A 7.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... A 570 C 60TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 157570 

ADDITIONAL COST* A 1.7 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... A 568 C 50TH PERCENTILEI 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 97863 

ADDITIONAL COST* 



194 

335 



A 1.4 MILLION 



VERMCNT 

rtunSER CtF SCHCCL DtSTAlCTS* 2**7 

ST*TF*<!OE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOItURE»» 9JA 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL CXPENOITURE*A 6$1 
district PIMPUM per pupil expenditure** 157 
DISTRICT PAXIPU* PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** I5l7 
RATin GF PAXIPUP TG 






PPEC*I 

CLASS interval 

C 

ICC.* 2C0. 

200.- 3C0. 

3C0.- *CO. •*•••♦ 

Aoo.- sro. •••••*« 

500.- 600. 

6C0.- 700. ******* 

700.- 80r. ******* 

800.— RCO. 

900.- 1000. ******* 

lOOO.- 1100. ****** 

1100.- 12C0. •** 

1200.- 1300. 

1300.- lACC. 

1400.- 1500. 

1500.- 15CC. * 

1600.- ItPD. 

1700.- 1800. 

1800.- 1900. 

1900.- 2CC0. 

2000.- 21CC. 

2100.- 22CC. 

2200.- 23C0. 

2300.- 2400. 

240C.- 2500. 

2500.- 2600. 



FACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 2C )0 40 50 






10 



2C 



30 



40 



50 



6 



6 



PEP PUPIL eXPEMCiTURES XlTHiN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTI 
DISTRICT PINIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 433 
DISTRICT PAXIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 947 
RATin OF PAXIPUP TO PINIPUP * > 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN IC.TH TO 90.TH PERCENTI 
PISTRICT PINIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 459 
DISTRICT PAXIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 864 
RATIO OF PAXIPUP TD PINIPUP * 



o 

ERIC 



336 



195 



VERMCNT 



MIMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* SCHOOL YEAR 1069/70 

STATFRIDE average per POPIL EXPE90ITURE*» 93A 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPiL EXPENDITURE** 651 
DISTRICT PIMPUH PER POPiL EXPENDITURE** 35? 

DISTRICT MAXIPU* PER PUPIL EXPENDl TURE*» 151? 

RATIO OF PAXIPUP TG PIN IPUP*.« ••••••• ? TO I 



FACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
C 2C 30 AO 50 60 70 






10 20 30 AO 50 60 70 

: PUPIL EXPENCITURES nITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
district PINIPUW per PUPIL EXPENDITURE** A33 
DISTRICT PAXIPUP PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 94? 

RATin OF PAXIPUH TO * 2.2 TO I 

\ PUPIL EXPENDITURES MITHIN IC.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT PINIPUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** A59 
DISTRICT PAX I PUN PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** B64 
RATIO DF PAXIMUM TD * 1*9 TO 1 



80 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0. 

0 . 

6« 

3A. 

60 . 

?3. 

35. 

19. 

1C. 

6 . 

3. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

n. 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 
0.0 
2. A 
13.8 
2A.3 
29.6 
IA.2 
7.7 
4.C 
2.4 
1.2 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



ERIC 



195 
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I 



H 



VERMONT 

DKSPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PE 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 14 



district 

DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



PPV 

CLASS 

12479.- 
13692.- 
1530^.- 
16717.- 
18130.- 
195^3.- 
20956.- 
22360.- 
23781.- 
2519A.- 
26607.- 
28020.- 
29433.- 
3084 5.- 
32258.- 
,^3671.- 
515084.- 
•36497.- 
’37909.- 
39322.- 
40735.- 
42148.- 
43561.- 
44973.- 
46386.- 



($1 

INTERVAL 

( 

13892. 
15304. 
16717. 
18130. 
19543. 
20956. 
22368. 
23781. 
25194. 
26607. 
28020. 
29433. 
30845. 
32258. 
336T1. 
350 84. 
36497. 
37909. 
39322. 
40735. 
42148. 
43561. 
44973. 
46386. 
47799. 



EACH ♦ 



10 



REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 40 



♦ 

♦ 

♦ 

♦ 



♦ 

♦ 



10 



20 



30 



40 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WI 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



338 



196 



\ ... 



VERMONT 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 14 



SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER 

PER 

PER 



PUPIL 

PUPIL 

PUPIL 



EQUALIZED 

EQUALIZED 

EQUALIZED 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



VALUATI0N=S25839 

VALUATI0N=$13891 

VALUATI0N=SA6386 



TO MINIMUM - 3,3 TO 1 



EACH ♦ 



10 



REPRESENTS I 
20 30 



SCHOOL DISTRICT 
40 



FREQUENCY 



50 



60 



70 



80 



0. 

U 

0 . 

1. 

1. 

1 . 

0 . 

2 . 

2 . 

1 . 

0 . 

0 . 

2 . 

U 

U 

0« 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

u 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



70 



80 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95« TH PERCENT I L ES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N=$13891 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION=i32530 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 2«3 TO 1 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH To 90.TH PERCEN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N«$17063 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=S313O2 
TO MINIMUM TO 1 






DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



ERIC 



338 



339 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



0«0 

7.1 

0«0 

7.1 

7.1 

7.1 

0«0 

14.3 

14.3 

7.1 

0«0 

0«0 

14«3 

7.1 

7.1 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

7.1 
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STATE OF VERMONT 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



I; 







TOTAL 




FEDERAL 








AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


/ AMOUNT 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


$ 




$ 


RUTLAND CITY 


871 


12 


1.5 


184 


SPRINGFIELD 


889 


12 


1.5 


190 


ROCKINGHAM 


835 


5 


0.6 


183 


BURLINGTON 


798 


15 


2.0 


190 


HARTFORD 


753 


12 


1.7 


235 


BARRE CITY 


913 


0 


0.0 


214 


ESSEX JCT. ID 


935 


2 


0.3 


180 


S. BURLINGTON 


887 


. 0 


0.0 


197 


SHELBURNE 


1093 


1 


0.1 


171 


WINOOSKI ID 


668 


1 


0.3 


272 


ST. tIOHNSBURY 


735 


1 


0.3 


272 


MONTPELIER 


771 


3 


0.5 


190 


MILTON ID 


457 


0 


0.1 


255 


NORTHFIELD 


568 


5 


0.9 


261 
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1968-9 



STATE 

PER 



STATE OF VERMONT 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 196S-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



AL 

$ 


FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

Si 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


PROPERTY 

RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


TAX 

POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


71 


12 


1.5 


184 


21.2 


674 


77.4 


12.33 


546 


39 


12 


1.5 


190 


21.4 


680 


77.1 


21.84 


314 


35 


5 


O.b 


183 


22.0 


G46 


77.4 


20.78 


31C 


98 


15 


2.0 


190 


23.9 


592 


74.2 


19.1V 


509 


53 


12 


1. 7 


255 


51.2 


505 


67.1 


19.64 


257 


13 


0 


0. 0 


214 


23.4 


699 


7C.6 


27.85 


251 


35 


2 


0 • 3 


180 


19.3 


751 


80.4 


30.75 


244 


(87 


0 


0.0 


197 


22.3 


689 


77.7 


29.47 


235 


193 


1 


0.1 


171 


15.7 


920 


84.2 


41.00 


224 


168 


1 


0. 5 


272 


40.8 


394 


58.9 


21.23 


185 


^35 


1 


0.3 


272 


37.1 


460 


62.7 


25.05 


184 


^71 


3 


0.5 


ISC 


25.4 


571 


74.1 


34.32 


166 


^57 


0 


0.1 


255 


51.6 


221 


48.4 


13.38 


165 


i68 


5 


0.9 


261 


46.0 


301 


53.1 


22.05 


156 


'FRir 






197 






3^ 


11 





STATE OF VERMONT 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 2A7 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT = ««o 115790 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^.^ ( 81.8 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^.... S 959 ( 95TH PERCENTILEI 
NUMBER OF PUPI LS = . o .. . 103642 

ADDITIONAL COST=..«.. ( 26.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$ 905 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPI LS= 98295 

ADDITIONAL COST = ....... S 21.4 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=.... $ 822 I BOTH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS^*.. 81642 

ADDITIONAL CCST = ... 13.7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$ 800 ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUP I LS==. . • • . 75209 

ADDITIONAL COST= «..S 11.9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$ 747 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 62949 

ADDITIONAL COST= .$ 8.2 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=,>... $ 687 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 50585 

ADDITIONAL COST= .......S 4.8 MILLION 




IS 8 



o 







1 




VltlGINIA 

MBER OF SCHCOL DISTRICTS= 136 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

ATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE=$ 6)1 

STRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND I TURE=* 5)6 
STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND I TURE= $ A'tl 
STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND I TURE=i 1159 
iflO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.6 TO 1 



PERCENT 



CM * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 




frequency 


IN CLASS 


20 30 40 50 60 70 


30 










0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






12. 


8.8 






68. 


50.0 






43. 


31.6 






10. 


7.4 






0. 


0.0 






I. 


0.7 






0. 


0.0 






2. 


1.5 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0* 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 






0. 


0.0 


20 30 40 50 60 70 


80 






5IL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 








(STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=$ 489 








ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=S 723 








ATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 1.5 TO 1 








»IL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 








ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND!TURE=$ 501 









ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=$ 687 

ATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 1.^ TO 1 




344 



199 



II 



o 

ERIC 



VIRGINIA 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 112 



01, STRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED V 
ASSESSED V 
ASSESSED V 



PPV( 
CLASS I 



$1 

NTERVAL 



10 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 
20 30 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

AO 



50 



7667.- 


102A5. 




10245.- 


12823. 




12823.- 


15A01. 




15401.- 


17979. 


4i 4c ♦ 


17079.- 


20557. 


4i 4i 4i 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 


20557.- 


23135. 


4t 4t 4i 4c 4t 4c 4t 4c 4c 4c * 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 


23135.- 


25713. 


4t4c4c4t4c4c4c4t4t4t4c4c4c4c4c 4c 4c 


25713:*- 


28290. 


4i4c4ct|c4c4c 


28290.- 


30868. 


4c4c4c4c4c4c ^ 


30868.- 


33AA6. 


4c4c4c 


33446.- 


3602A. 


4c 4c 4c 4c 


3i024.- 


38602. 


4c 


38602.- 


A1180. 


4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 


41180.- 


A3758. 


4c 4c 


A3758.- 


A6336. 




i6336.- 


A891A. 




A8.914.- 


51A9?. 




‘5/1492.- 


5A070o 




,54070.- 


566A8. 


4c 4c 


..5664 8.- 


59226. 




59226.- 


6130A. 




61304.- 


6A381. 




64381.- 


66959. 




66959.- 


69537. 




69537.- 


72115. 


4c 

0 10 20 



30 



AO 



5C 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PER PUPIL equalized ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED V 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED \| 
RATIO DF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM, 



200 



345 






SCHOOL YEAR 1963/69 



r 



es IN PROPERTY VAL 
SCHOOL D!STRICTS= 



UATI 

112 



ON 



PER 



PUPIL 



AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT10N=$24l 19 
MINIMUM PEP. PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$10245 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$69537 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 6, 8 TO 1 



EPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

•) 30 40 50 60 70 80 



** 



t 



0 30 40 5C 60 70 8C 

ALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5. TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0Na$13751 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATIu'N*$*V05'^7 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.9 TO 1 

ALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N«$155n 
MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N-n50T7 
MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 2.3 TO 1 



FREQUENCY 


PERCENT 
IN CLASS 


0. 


0,0 


3. 


2.7 


7. 


6.3 


15. 


13.4 


22* 


19.6 


17. 


15.2 


17. 


15.2 


6. 


5.4 


6. 


5.4 


3. 


2.7 


4. 


3.6 


1 . 


0.9 


6. 


5.4 


2. 


1.8 


0. 


C.O 


r*. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


c. 


0.0 


2. 


1.8 


C. 


0.0 


c. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


1. 


0.9 



MRIC 
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STATE OF VIRGINIA 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 





TOTAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 


SCHOOL DISTRICT 


$ 


AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


ARLINGTON 


1133 


107 


9.5 


177 


15.6 


FLUVANNA 


627 


55 


8.9 


152 


24.3 


SUFFOLK 


645 


81 


12.7 


180 


27.9 


COVINGTfN 


658 


27 


4.2 


215 


32.6 


SHENANDOAH 


506 




8.3 


204 


40.3 


NORFOLK 


70 8 


157 


22.2 


216 


30.6 


FAIRFAX 


830 


109 


13.2 


185 


22.3 


ROCKBRIDGE 


663 


60 


9.1 


218 


32.9 


HANOVER 


523 


25 


5.0 


207 


39.6 


APPOMATTOX 


590 


85 


14.5 


234 


39.7 


COLONIAL HEIGHTS 


512 


42 


8o3 


220 


43.0 


CAROLINE 


494 


68 


13.9 


235 


47.6 


AMHERST 


490 


30 


6.3 


225 


45.9 


PULASKI 


509 


75 


14.9 


247 


48.6 


GRAY SOM 


495 


V7 


15.6 


229 


46.4 


SMYTH 


562 




10.9 


272 


48.5 


WISE 


591 


108 


18.3 


287 


48.7 
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STATE OF VIRGINIA 
►VENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DlSTRICTSf 1960-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



FEDERAL 

AMOUNT PERCENT 



f ^ 



STATE 



ERIC 



AMOUNT 



PERCENT 



LOCAL 



AMOUNT 



PERCENT 



PROPERTY TAX 



RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 



■ . 
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POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 



% 




% 




% 




IN MILLS 


S 


107 


9.5 


177 


15.6 


848 


74.9 


12.21 


695 


5^ 


B.9 


152 


24.3 


419 


66.8 


10.56 


397 


81 


12.7 


IPO 


27.9 


383 


59.4 


11.20 


342 


27 


4.2 


215 


32.6 


415 


63. 1 


14.20 


292 


41 


8.3 


204 


40.3 


260 


5U4 


10.14 


256 


157 


22.2 


216 


30.6 


334 


47.2 


13.44 


248 


109 


13.2 


185 


22.3 


535 


64.5 


21.64 


247 


60 


9.1 


218 


32.9 


384 


58.0 


16.34 


235 


25 


5.0 


207 


39.6 


290 


55.5 


13.00 


223 


05 


14.5 


234 


39.7 


270 


45.8 


12.50 


216 


42 


8.3 


220 


43.0 


249 


48.6 


12.30 


202 


68 


13.9 


235 


47# 6 


190 


38.5 


9.83 


193 


30 


6.3 


225 


45.9 


234 


47.0 


12.66 


185 


75 


14.9 


247 


48.6 


186 


36. 6 


10.78 


172 


77 


15.6 


229 


46.4 


188 


38.0 


11.56 


162 


61 


10.9 


272 


48.5 


228 


40. 5 


16.13 


141 


108 


18.3 


287 


48.7 


195 


33.0 


19.07 


102 






STATe OF VIRGINIA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 136 

TOTAL * 995580 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE=. • . • • • •»* 6A0.3 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 






PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=. . • .$ 787 ( 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 

ADDITIONAL COST-..*.' 



95TH PERCENTILE) 
8653A7 

$ 160.3 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=. . .. 

NUMBER OF 

AODIT lONAL COST= 



776 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

... 763284 

...$ 130.8 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$ 776 ( 80TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF 763284 

ADDITIONAL COST = .» 130.8 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^.. 691 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF 635889 

ADDITIONAL 68.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....! 650 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS- 535958 

ADDITIONAL ! ^3.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-. ... ! 606 'i 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUP I LS*. « • . . 667281 

ADDITIONAL COST=. * 21.7 MILLION 



O 

ERIC 



849 




WASHINGTON 



NUilBBR OF SCHOOL DISTRICTSa 322 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXP ENDITORE=t 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITORB=S 
DISTRICT MNIHOH PER PUPIL BXPEHDITOBB=S 
DISTRI:T HAXIHOn per pupil EXPEMDITUBE=f 3 
RATIO O; HAXIHOn TO BINIBUB 




PPE(t) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

0 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 50 



100 .- 200 . 
200.- 300. 

300.- 400. 

400.- 500. 

500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 

700.- 800. 

800.- 900. 

900.- 1000. 
1000 .- 1100 . 
1100 .- 1200 . 
1200.- 1300. 
1300.- 1400. 
1400.- 1500. 
1500.- 1600. 
1600.- 1700. 
1700.- 1800. 
1800.,- 1900. 
1900.- 2000. 
2000 .- 2100 . 
2 100 .- 2200 . 
2200.- 2300. 
2300.- 2400. 
2400.- 2500. 
2500.- 3993. 



* 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ ♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦ 
♦♦♦♦♦♦ 






♦ 



0 10 20 30 40 50 






PER PUPIL EXPBBDITURBS WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PE 
DISTRICT BINIHOH PER PUPIL BXPEMDITURB-I 
DISTRICT BAXIHOH PER PUPIL EXPBNDITUHB** 1 
RATIO OP BAXIHOH TO HINIBUB 

PER PUPIL expenditures WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PB 
DISTRICT HIMIHUH PER PUPIL EXPENDI TORB=l 
DISTRICT BAXIHOH PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 1 
RATIO OP HAXIHOH TO BINIBUB 



859 



I 
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H&SHINGTON 

miMBER OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 322 SCHOOL TEAR 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITORE=$ 743 

DISTRICT AVERACB PER PUPIL EXPEKDlTUHE=f 926 
DISTRICT BINinUB PER PUPIL BXPENDITURB=S 433 
DISTRICT BAXIBOB PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 3993 
RATIO OP BAXIROB TO BINIBOB = 9.2 TO 1 

PERCENT 

EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT FREQUENCY IN CLASS 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 





0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




3. 


0.9 




5. 


1.6 




46. 


14.3 




104. 


32.3 


♦♦♦♦♦♦ 








63. 


19.6 


t(i****** ******************* 


30. 


9.3 




16. 


5.0 




16. 


5.0 




10. 


3.1 


'***** 


8. 


2.5 




1. 


0.3 




2. 


0.6 


♦ * 


5. 


1.6 




2. 


0.6 




2. 


0.6 




0. 


0.0 




0. 


0.0 




2. 


0.6 




1. 


0.3 




1. 


0.3 




0. 


0.0 


!** 


5. 


1.6 



10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES ilTHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT BINIBON PER POPIL BXPENDITURB>S 627 
DISTRICT BAXIBOB PER POPIL EXPENDITURE*! 1632 
RATIO OP BAXINDN TO BIIflNUB. ........ .* 2.6 TO 1 

PER PUPIL expenditures HITHIM IO.TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT BINIRUB PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 673 
DISTRICT BAXIBUB PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 1244 
RATIO OP BAXIBOB TO BIMIHOB = 1.8 TO 1 
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o 

ERIC 



WASHINGTON 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER CP SCHOOL CVSTRICTS= 93 



DISTR ICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MNIPUM 

NAXIPUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED VALUA 
ASSESSED VALUA 
ASSESSED VALUA 
= 12.5 



PPVI i) 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH * 



10 



REPRESENTS 1 
20 30 



SCHOOL 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



3403.- 
6789.- 
101 76.- 
13562 .- 
16949 .- 
20335.- 
23722 .- 
27108.- 
30495.- 
33881.- 
37268.- 
40654.- 
44041 .- 
47427 .- 
5C814.- 
54200.- 
'§^75 86 .- 
60973.- 
r,43 5,9.- 
6 77 46.- 
71132 .- 
74519.- 
77905 .- 
8 1292.- 
84678.- 



6789. 
10176. 
13562. 
16949. 
20335. 
23722. 
2710B. 
30495. 
33881. 
37268. 
40654. 
4404 L • 
47427. 
50al4. 
54200. 
57586. 
60973. 
64359. 
67746. 
71132. 
74519. 
77905. 
81292. 
8467B. 
86065. 









10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO ‘ 
DISTRICT MNIPUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU/ 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU/ 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM * 3*< 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO ' 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PEP PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU/ 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALU/ 
TO MINIMUM = 2.: 



DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 
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WASHINGTON 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

NUMBER Cr SCHOOL CISTRICTS= 93 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT /AVERAGE 
DISTRICT PINIPUM 
DISTRICT PAXfPUM 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED VALUATI0N=$32394 
ASSESSED VALUATION'S 6789 
ASSESSED VALUATION=S84678 
a.^12.5 TO 1 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 40 



50 



60 70 



<(3«C <1 iOi 
* 



10 20 30 



40 50 60 70 



80 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

1. 

0. 

2. 

9. 

12. 

16. 

10 . 

II. 

13. 

3. 

6. 

1. 

1 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

1 . 

1 . 

0 . 

2. 

0 . 

0 . 

1 . 

1 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

1.1 
0.0 

2.2 

9.7 

12.9 
17.2 
10. 6 
II. 8 
U.O 
3.2 
6.5 

1.1 
!• 1 
0.0 

1. 1 

I.l 

1.1 

1.1 

0.0 

2.2 
0.0 
0.0 
1. 1 
I.l 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-1 17656 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-163948 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM - 3.6 TO 1 

PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PEP PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 19649 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATI0N-S43786 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO M IN I MUM ...... - 2.2 TO I 
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853 



STATE OF WASHINGTON 



REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1963-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



o 

ERIC 






TOTAL 


FEDERAL 




STATE 






AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


AMOUNT 


PERCENT 


SCHCOL DISTRICT 


S 


% 




1 




FERNOALF 


685 


70 


10. 3 


289 


CM 

. 

fM 


SEATTLE 


828 


55 


6.7 


3A8 


A2.1 


AUBURN 


775 


19 


2.5 


3A5 


AA.5 


PULLMAN 


R23 


19 


2.4 


391 


A7. 5 


QUINCY 


672 


35 


5.3 


379 


56.5 


KENT 


793 


24 


3.1 


378 


A 7. 7 


TACOMA 


803 


75 


9. A 


A28 


-i3.3 


SPOKANE 


760 


35 


A. 6 


AlO 


5A.0 


ENUMCLAW 


661 


50 


7.6 


362 


CO 

. 

in 


BPEhtFRTON 


67A 


105 


15.6 


368 


5 A. 6 


OMAK 


676 


150 


22.3 

f 


386 


57. 1 


WEST VALLEY 


670 


30 


A . 6 


A29 


6A.1 


ISSAOUAH 


733 


12 


K7 


A 27 


58.3 


UNIVERSITY 


677 


19 


2.9 


AOO 


59.1 


SNOHOMISH 


630 


26 


A. 3 


A17 


66.2 


CENTRAL VALLEY 


606 


16 


2.6 


A19 


69.2 


MEDICAL LAKE 


700 


193 


27.7 


391 


55.8 
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354 




; / 





STATE OF WASHINGTON 

REVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS! 1969-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 



AL 

$ 


AMOUNT 

$ 


FEDERAL 

PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

PERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR local 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL R 

i 


i5 


70 


10. 3 


289 


42.2 


325 


47.5 


16.69 


195 


’8 


55 


6.7 


348 


42.1 


424 


51. :> 


26.57 


159 


75 


19 


2.5 


345 


44.5 


410 


52.9 


32.1,2 


127 


?3 


19 


2.4 


391 


47. 5 


412 


50,1 


39,65 


103 


'2 


35 


5.3 


379 


56.5 


2 57 


38.2 


27.65 


92 


^3 


24 


3.1 


378 


47.7 


390 


4'n2 


A6.AA 


84 


)3 


75 


9.4 


428 


53.3 


299 


37.3 


36.22 


82 


>0 


35 


4.6 


410 


54. 0 


314 


fl.4 


38. 5A 


B1 




50 


7.6 


362 


54.8 


248 


37.6 


33. 6A 


73 


A 


105 


15.6 


368 


54.6 


201 


. 29.8 


2B.A0 


70 


6 


150 


22.3 


386 


57. 1 


139 


20.6 


21.79 


63 


0 


30 


4.6 


429 


64. 1 


209 


31.3 


33.92 


61 


3 




1.7 


427 


58.3 


293 


40.0 


52.22 


56 


7 


19 


2.9 


400 


59a 1 


257 


UJ 

00 

. 

o 


A8.9A 


52 


0 


26 


4.3 


417 


66.2 


185 


P.9.5 


37.77 


49 


6 


16 


2.8 


419 


69.2 


169 


28.0 


36.85 


45 


io 


193 


27.7 


391 


55. 8 


115 


16.5 


69.73 


16 
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 322 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT^..., 7925A6 

TOTAL EXPENDITURE^ $ 659.8 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURe=,. $ 981 ( 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER or PUPI LS=.r.. 65316C 

ADDITIONAL COS T=, $ 107.2 MILLICN 

PER PUPIL eXPENDITURE=.... $ 981 ( 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS= 65316C 

ADDITIONAL CQST=.. ( 107.2 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^,, , . $ 936 ( BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPI LS=. • . . • • 58A966 

ADDITIONAL COS T=:.. $ 79.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^.,.. $ 89A ( 70TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPI LS=:.... 515113 

ADDITIONAL CCST=: $ 55,9 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=.. .. $ 868 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS = A27512 

ADDITIONAL COST^.. .........$ 43.3 MILLICN 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE^..,.! 831 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS^..... 353088 

ADDITIONAL COST= $ 28.0 MILLION 
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WEST VIRGINIA 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 55 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=t 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=t 

DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDI TURE= i 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUOIL EXPENDITURE=* 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 






PPE(») 

CLASS INTERVAL 



100 .- 

?00.- 

300.- 

AOO.- 

500.- 

600..- 

700.- 

800.- 

000 .- 

1000 .- 

1100 .- 

1200 «- 

1300.- 

1400.- 

1500.- 

1600.- 

1700.- 

1800.- 

1900.- 

2000 .- 

2100 .- 

2200 .- 

2300.- 

2400.- 

2500.- 



200 . 

300. 

400. 

500. 

600. 

700. 

800. 

900. 

1000 . 

1100. 

1200 . 

1300. 

1400. 

1500. 

1600. 

1700. 

1800. 

I90n. 

2000. 

2100. 

2200 . 

2300. 

2400. 

2500. 

2600. 



10 



EACH * REPRESENTS I SCHOOL 
20 30 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



lit*** ****1C**0ltl* ******** ******* 
********************** 

**** 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH P 
district MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TUR E= > 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 
RATIO OE MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH P 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURn=> 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 
RATIO OE MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM..... 



453>338 O • 73 • U 
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SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 55 

STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXP ENO ITUR E* $ 626 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*$ 602 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE= i 5^2 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 721 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



EACH ♦ REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
f) 20 30 AO 50 60 



70 80 



It ♦ 4t ♦ ♦ ♦ 4f ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

It 1|M|I 4ci(Mk ^ ^ 



10 20 30 ^0 50 60 

R PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENOI TURE= S 527 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE'S 706 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1.3 



R PUPIL expenditures WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 5A2 
' DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*! 657 

RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 1*2 



80 



FREQUENCY 

0 . 

0 . 

0. 

0 . 

29 . 

22 . 

A. 

0 . 

C. 

0 . 

c. 

0. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

n. 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

c. 

0 . 

0 . 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

52.7 

AO.O 

7.3 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 



O 1 ^ 



ERIC 



7 
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WEST VIRGINIA 



PPV( I) 

CLASS INTERVAL 

( 

660U- 7453. 

7453.- 8305. 

8305.- 9157. 

915V.- 10009. 
10009.- 10861. 
10861.- 11713. 
11713.- 12565. 
12565.- 13A17. 
13417.- 14269. 
14269.- 15121. 
13121.- 15973. 
L5973.- 16825. 
16625.- 17677. 
17677.- 18529. 
rid529.- 19381. 
:l4331.- 2C233. 
L^233.- 21085. 
^1085.- 21937. 
21937.- 22789. 
22789.- 23641. 
236A1.- 24493. 
244S>3.- 25345. 
25345.- 26197. 
26197.- 27048. 
27048.- 27900. 



disparities in property valuation per pupil 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 55 



SCHOO 



DISTRICT 

district 

DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



average 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUP IL EQUAL IZEO 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



VALUATION 
VALUATION 
VALUATION 
3.6 TO 



EACH * 



10 



represents 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 
20 30 90 



50 



60 









4 * 



♦ 



4 



♦ 

4 



4 

♦ 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM....... 



PER 



PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION W*THIN lO.TH TO 90.1 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUpIL EQUALIZED JSSES^O 
district MAXIMUM PER PUPIL FQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAi li 



RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. 



« 2.3 T( 
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MEST V IRGINIA 



PARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 

|BER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 55 SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 

TRICT AVERAGE FER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT I0N=$14517 

TRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUAL IZEO ASSESSED VALUATION=$, 7453 

TRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUAL I ZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION=$27048 

10 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM = 3.6 TO I 



;h « REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 



I . ' ’ ■ • ■ 



20 30 , 40 50 60 70 80 

IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95 .TH PERCENTILES 
STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUAL IZEO ASSESSED yALUAT10N«$ 8052 : 

STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUAL IZEDv ASSESSED VALUAT lONf $23827 ; V ■ 

TIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... ............... .. ^0 TO; 1 ^ V ^ ^ 

IL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION'wITHIN^^^ PERCENTILES 

STRICT MINIMUM PER PUPiL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUAT ION»$ 9434 

STRICT MAXIMUM PER PUP IL EQUAL IZEO ASSESSED VALUATI0N»$21773 , . 

TIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. ..... ..i ........... 2. 3 TO 1 



PERCENT 

FREQUENCY IN CLASS 



0. 0.0 

3. 5.5 

1. 1.8 

6. 10.9 

3. 5.5 

4. 7.3 

7. 12.7 

2. 3.6' 

7. 12.7 

3. 5.5 

3. 5.5 

1. 1.8 

3. 5.5 

2. 3.6 

0. 0.0 

2. 3.6 

1. 1.8 

2. 3.6 V 

I. 1.8 

0. 0.0 

I. 1.8 

1 . 1.8 

0 . 0.0 

I. 1.8 

I. 1.8 
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STATE OF WEST VIRGTNIA 

REVENUES OF SEI.EijTEO SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



total fJEOERAL STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT AMOUNT PERCEN 

SCHOOL DISTRICT > > * 



GRANT 


7ai 


88 


11.3 


261 




LEWIS 


601 


54 


9.0 . 


281 


46t 


CABELL 


634 


43 


6.8 


297 


47. 


MARSHALL 


650 


51 


B.r 


273 


42a 


KANAWHA 


5011 


48 


8.3 


264 


44. 


HAMPSHIRE 


58B 


81 


14.0 ■ 


313 


•>3a 


HARRISON 


574 


93 


16.3 


261 


45, 


BERKELEY 


526 


47 


12.9 


296 


56, 


MORGAN 


520 


51 


9.9 


305 


58. 


TVLF.R 


537 . 


• 55 


10.3 


299 


55, 


GREENBRIER 


452 


80 


17.8 


289 


64. 


mercer 


510 


57 ' 


' 11.2 ■ 


290 


56 


WAYNE' 


555 




16.8 


289 


r 52. 


FAYETTE 


553 


00 


14.5 


316 


' 5*2^' 


WEBSTER 


569 


145 


29.1 


332 




MINGO 


■ : . ;594'' ■ 


••, ' ■'107 - • 


' '‘'IB.!--- 


346^^ ^ , 


58 


LINCOLN 


603 


118 


19.6 




59 



V ' ^ I 






STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 
tUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL OISTRICTSt 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 



PROPERTY TAX 



j 

AHOUNT 

$ 


FEDERAL 

PERCENT 


AMOUNT 

$ 


STATE 

I^ERCENT 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

1 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


08 


11.3 


261 


33.4 


431 


55,2 


15,97 


270 


5^ 


9,0 


281 


46.8 


265 


44,2 


11.15 


238 


43 


6.8 


297 


47.0 


292 


46.2 


13.43 


218 


51 


8.0 


273 


42.0 


325 


50,0 


15.69 


207 


48 


8.3 


264 


44.9 


275 


46.7 


14.08 


195 


81 


14.0 


313 


53.7 


188 


32.2 


10.96 


171 


93 


16.3 


261 


J 45.4 


219 


38.2 


13,35 


158 


67 


12.9 


296 


56.3 


162 


30,8 


10.81 


150 


51 


9,9 


305 


58.6 


163 ; 


31,5 


11.83 


138 J, 


55 


10.3 


299 


55.7 


18^ 


34,0 


13,59 


134 ^ ' 


80 


17,3 


289 


64.0 


82 


18,2 


6.60 


124 


57 


11 , 2 ' ■ 


290 


vf-' " -’56. 8 ' ' 




’ 31 , 9 ' " 


13,75 


118 


93 


16.8 


289, 


52.2 


172 , 




15,35 


112 


80 


14,5 




57.3 


156 


28.2 

■■ 


15,34 


101 


165 


29,1 


332 


^^58.3' 




7,44 


95 


107 




: ^346--: 


; -58. 3 - - 




‘23.6--V;i^^ 


15,42 


90 


118 


19.6 


361 


59.8 


124 


r.i . ■ ' 

20;6 


y;- 16.66 " 


74 








.ii; . 












■ , . ;i 


■ r.';. 




• .M;: ■ ■■■•„ 

. Vi . 




, \i . . 












■ ■ 'iy ' 









4 0 

)jERiC 
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STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 

NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 55 

TOTAL ENROLLMENTS..^ 372279 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES^ 228.9 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 708 { 95TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 334503 

ADDITIONAL COST*...*. .$ 31.4 MILLION 

PFR PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 7C6 I 90TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 235286 

ADDITIONAL COST* .$ 30.6 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 657 I 80 TH PERCENTILE! 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*..... 274540 

ADDITIONAL COST*.. «.$ 16.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 640 ( 70TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 229878 

ADDITIONAL COST*................. ..! 12.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 635 ( 60TH PERCENTILE! 

NUMBER OF PUPI LS=. . . . . 204694 

ADDITIONAL COST*.. ......... .....! 11.3 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE-....! 601 ( 50TH PERCENTILE! 

NUM B ER OF PUP I L S* • • •••••••••••• ,1600 67 

ADD I T I ON A L COST*# • • •• • • • • •••••*•••••••••$ 9 MILLION 




HISCOHSIN 



HUHBBH OP SCHOOL DISTRICTS^ 4 55 
STATEWIDE ATEBAGB PER PUPIL EXPENOITURB-1 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EIPEHDITORl=$ 
DISTRICT HINIHUH PER PUPIL RXPEIIDITDRS=S 
DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL EXPEMDITDRB=$ 
RATIO OF HAXIHUH TO HINIHUH 



PPE($) 

CLASS INTERVAL 



100 .- 

200 .- 



200 . 

300. 



300.- 400. 

400.- 500. 






500.- 600. 

600.- 700. 






700.- 800. 



.I''/- ■■■..■ 






■ ' ;■ ■ 



■ .. ■- ■ ^ ^ - 'V . •• 






/: 






•• -S ;- ■ 



V.:.. . 










800.- 

900.- 

1000 .- 

1100 .- 

1200 .- 

1300.- 

1400.- 

1500.- 

1600.- 

1700." 

1800.- 

1900.- 

2000 .- 

2100 .- 

2200 .- 

2300.- 

2400.- 

2500.- 



900. 
1000. 
1 100. 
1200. 
1300. 
1400. 
1500. 
1600. 
1700. 
1800. 
1900. 
2000. 
2100. 
2200. 
2300. 
2400. 
2500. 
2600. 






; 'U • 
7 ^ {{ 



EACH * BEPBESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTBICT 
10 20 30 40 



50 



4* 



**••••*** 



*********************** 

**** 



10 



20 



30 



40 



50 



PER PUPIL EXPEMOITORES BITHIH 5.TH TO 95. TH 
DISTRICT HXHIHUH PER PUPIL EXPBHDXTDREs$ 
DISTBICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL EXPERDITOBE>S 
RATIO OF HAXIHUH TO HINIHUH. .. . . . ... . . .. 



■A 



PER PUPIL EXPEROITUBBS HITflIN 10.TH TO 90. TR 
DISTRICT HIRIHUH PER PUPIL EXPBRDITUBE^S 
DISTBICT NAXIHUH PER PUPIL EXPKRDITUBBsS 
RATIO OF HAXIHUH TO HINIHUH. .. 



211 



364 



■a..- 



HISCONSm 

NUHBBB or SCHOOL DISTBICTS= 455 SCHOOL IBAI 1969/70 

STATEWIDE AVEBAGB PBB PUPIL £XPBHDITDBEs$ 075 

DISTRICT ATEBAGE PBB PUPIL BZPERDITOBE=$ 755 
DISTRICT IIINinOH PER PUPIL BIPENDITORE^S 408 
DISTRICT BAXIHUH PBB PUPIL BXPBNDITOBB=$ 1391 
RATIO OP KAXIHOH TO HIBIHUH 3.4 TO 1 



EACH * RBPBESEMTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 



70 80 



*•*••••***••♦*•***•••••*••***•***•**•**••*••••************♦******♦***♦** 

^‘••••** ***•••*•*••••••••••*****•***••*•*•**••••************************ 

"••••••* ***^***** 



1® 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 

R PUPIL BXPEIDITOBBS IITHIH 5.TH TO 95.TH PBBCBHTILBS 'V 

DISTRICT HIBIHUH PBB PUPIL BXPBMDITOBB-I 584 V 

DISTRICT HAXIHUH PER PUPIL BXPBBDITOBE»S 968 
RATIO OP HAXIHUH TO 1.7 TO 1 



R PUPIL EXPEBDITUBBS RITHIH 10. TH TO 90. TH PBRCBHTILBS 
DISTRICT HimnUN PBB PUPIL BXPBHDITUBE«$ 624 
DISTRICT HAXIHOH PER PUPIL BIPBHDITUBB^S 894 
RATIO OP HAXIHUH TO HIBIHUH 1.4 TO 1 




211 



S3'- 365 



PRBgUBBCI 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

4. 

28. 

107. 

191. 



80. 

25. 

10 . 

6 . 

2 . 

2 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 

0 . 







PERCBHT 

IR CLASS 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.9 

6.2 

23.5 

42.0 



17.6 
5.5 
2.2 
1.3 
0.4 
0.4 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
' .0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 








1 









■ : -y. • - * *; . . . 

• V. , •* . '• ; , 
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WISCONSIN 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIl 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS" 121 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EQUALUEO ASSES! 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSES! 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM....... 



PPVISI 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH * REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
10 20 30 AO 



50 



-3A73.- IA02. 

1A82.- 6A37. * 

6437.- 11391. * 

11391.- 163A6. * 

16346.- 21301. ******************* 

21301.- 26255. ****************************** 
26255.“ 31210. *♦*♦*****♦••♦*♦******•**♦* 
3121C.- 36165. ****«**^*************** 

36165.- A1120. ************* 

A1120.- A607A. *** 

A607A.- 51029. * 

5i029.- 55984. 

55984.- 60939. 

60939.- 65P93. ** 
l65893.- 70848. 

,70848.- 75803. 

<75803.- 80757. 
f80757.- 85712. 

85712.- 90667. 

, J90667.- 95622. 

95622.-100576. 

100576^-105531. 

105531.-110486, 

110486. -1154A0. 

115440.-120395. * 

0 10 20 30 



40 



50 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSE! 
RATID OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM.. 






PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL equalized ASSE! 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM 'PER PUPIL equalized ASSE 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. ............ . 






: • 



212 









366 



WISCONSIN 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS- 121 



SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
DISTRICT 
RATIO OF 



AVERAGE 

MINIMUM 

MAXIMUM 

MAXIMUM 



PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
PER PUPIL EQUALIZED 
TO MINIMUM. 



ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 

ASSESSED 



VALUATION-! 293A7 
VALUATION-! 1481 
VALUATION-!115440 
*77,9 TO 1 



EACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL 
20 30 



DISTRICT 

40 



50 



60 



70 



FREQUENCY 



80 



•«*«**** 

It* •• 



0 . 

1 . 

1 . 

1. 

19. 
30. 
26. 
23. 
13. 
3. 
1 . 
0 . 
0 . 
2 . 
.. 0 . 
0. 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 
0 . 



20 



30 



40 



50 



60 



1 . 



70 



80 



F>UPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5. TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 18482 
DISTRICT .MAXIMUM PER PUPI L EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 40881 
RATI3 OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM... ................. 2.2 TO 1 

■ .VS " \ i; . a i tSl V' VV Vv^r V V " 'v - 

PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED .VALUATION WITHIN lO.TH TO' 90.TH. P^ERCENTILES 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 19572 
OISTR ICT MAXIMUM iiPER PUPIL EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUATION-! 38931 ■' 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM 'TO MINIMUM. .....Vi..;... .i,...- 2.0 TO 1 









212 

I.-'* 



ERld 



367 






■win 



PERCENT 
IN CLASS 



O.C 

0.8 

0.8 

0.8 

15.7 

24.8 
21.5 
19.0 
10.7 

2. 5 
0.8 
0.0 
0.0 
1.7 
0 . 0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
O.C 
0.0 
0.0 
O.C 
OiO 
0.0 
0.8 



n ,s; 



I f. 






STATE OF WISCONSIN 

REVENUES OF SELECTEP SCUOOL DISTRICTS, 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 

PROPERTY TAX 



)TAL 

$ 


■ '■ 1 

AMOUNT 

$ 


FEDERAL 

PERCENT 


STATE 

AMOUNT PERCENT 

$ 


LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

$ 


PERCENT 


RATE 

NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


POTENTIAL 
YIELD AT 
10 MILL RATE 

$ 


992 


11 


1.2 


68 


6.9 


912 


91.9 


14.82 


615 


790 


31 


4.0 


73 


9.3 


684 


86.7 


16.29 


420 


















814 


54 


6.7 


11 — 
39 


4.9 


720 


88.4 


18.82 


382 






. ■ 1\ATA TUPAMCTCTI71JPV_b 












8 IS 


22 


2.7 96 


11.9 


696 


85.4 


20.17 


345 


795 


8 


l.,0 


104 


13.2 


682 


85.8 


20.49 


333 


650 


21 


3.3 


119 


18.4 


509 


. 78.3 


16.44 


309 


775 


75 


9.8 


166 


21.5 


532 


68.7 


18.10 


294 


733 


11 


1.5 


194 


26.6 


527 


71.9 


19.08 


276 


717 


56 


7.9 


224 


31.3 


436 


60.8 


16.82 


259 


922 


15 


1.7 


340 


36.9 


566 


61.4 


23.01 


246 


938 


108 


11.5 


268 


28.6 


562 


59.9 


23.97 


234 


762 


46 


6.1 


313 


41.1 


402 


52.8 


18.50 


217 


644 


58 


' 9*1 


248 


38.5 


338 


52.4' 


16.45 


205 


659 


34: 


•..■■■v-;' ,;,5.2„ ; 


: - 302 


. 45.8 - 


, 323 


49.0,. 


" 17.06 


1S9 


674 


55 


8.3 


284 


42.1 


334 


49.6 


19.45 


rv7i 




STATE OF WISCONSIN 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL 0ISTRICTS= 455 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT^ 

TOTAL 



93026B 

$ 697.1 MILLION 



COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO TFE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE=....$ 

NUMBER OF 

ADDITIONAL COST = . 



904 I 95TH PERCENTILE) 

••• 832707 

134.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=....$ 849 i 9CTH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS^ 788305 

ADDITIONAL * MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=. ...$ 

NUMBER OF 

ADDITIONAL COST*.... 



806 I 80TH PERCENTILE) 

... 684428 

$ 57.2 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*. ...$ 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 

ADDITIONAL COST*. 



772 I 70TH PERCENTILE) 

... 596859 

$ 35.1 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 747 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*..... 

ADDITIONAL COST*..... 



I 60TH PERCENTILE) 
401680 

...$ 20.7 MILLION 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*....! 747 I 50TH PERCENTILE) 
NUMBER OF PUPILS*. 401680 

ADDITIONAL COST*. ! 20.7 MILLION 




WYOMING 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 131 



STATEWIDE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND ITURE=i ! 



DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 1' 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** ( 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO M INIMUH . 



PPEC*l 

CLASS INTERVAL 



EACH • REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 



10 



20 



30 



50 



100 ,- 200 , 

200,- 300. 

300.- 400, 

400.- 500. 

500.- 600, 

600,- 700, ♦****•••••••• 

700,- BOO, «**ik***** 

800.- 900. ******* 

900,-1000, •••••••••••• 

1000 ,- 1100 . ♦•••••••• 

1100 ,- 1200 , ♦••*••••• 

1200,- 1300, ♦•*•••••• 

1300.- 1400, ********** 

1400,-1500, ••*•••• 

1500,- 1600. •••♦ 

1600.-1700, 

1700,- IBOO, 

1800,- 1900. ••• 

1900,-2000, ♦ 

2000 ,- 2100 , 

2100 ,- 2200 , ♦ 

2200.- 2300. *** . 

2300.-2400. ♦ 

2400,- 2500. * 

2500,-10000. , ♦•••••••••••••♦*••••• 



0 



10 



30 



40 



50 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIn: 5.THT0 95.TH PE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE** ' 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM/PER; PUPIL EXPENDITURE** 3 
lATI.O'-OF MAXIMUM T0 MINIMUM,.,,,,,,,,,,,',,, 






PER PUPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10,TH TO 90.TH PE 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE**. 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER ?UPIL EXPENDITURE**; 3 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM, 




215 



I 



WYOMING 



UMf^ER OF SCHOOL 01STRICTS= 131 SCHOOL YEAR 1969/70 

TATEWIOE AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPEND1TURE=$ 310 

ISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE=* 1718 
ISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXP ENDl TURE= * 617 

ISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®* 9999 
lATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM. ..'...= 16.2 TO 1 



ACH * REPRESENTS 1 SCHOOL DISTRICT 

20 30 40 50 60 70 






tmm****** 

?0 30 40 50 60 70 



PERCENT 



FREQUENCY 


IN CLASS 


0. 


0.0 


n. 


0.0 


c. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


0. 


0.0 


13. 


9.9 


9. 


6.9 


7, 


5.3 


12. 


9. 2 


9. 


6.9 


9. 


6.9 


9. 


6.9 


10. 


7.6 


7. 


5.3 


4. 


3.1 


6 m 


4.6 


2. 


1.5 


3. 


2.3 


1. 


0.8 


3. 


2.3 


1. 


0.8 


3. 


2.3 


1. 


0.8 


1. 


0.8 


21. 


16.0 



JPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 

HSTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®* 681 

DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®* 3820 

^ATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 5.6 TO 1 



JPIL EXPENDITURES WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
TlSTRfCT MINIMUM PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE®* 704 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER »UPIL EXPENDITURE®* 3132 . 

^ATin OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 4.4 TO I 




215 



•i > 







WYOMING 



DISPARITIES IN PROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS= 12 

DISTRICT AVERAGE PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION=$l 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION=$ 
DISTRICT MAXIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION=$2 
RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 



PPVISI 

CLASS INTERVAL EACH * REPRESENTS I SCHOOL DISTRICT 

0 lU 20 30 40 50 6i 

3533.- 4543. 

4543.- 5553. • 

5553.- 6563. ** 

6563.- 7573. * 

7573.- 8563. • 

8583.- 9593. 

9593.- 10603. ** 

10603.- 1I6I4. * 

11614.- 12624. * 

12624.- 13634. 

13634.- 14644. 

14644.- l5o54. 

,15654.- 16664. 

16664.- 17674. 

•1^7674.- 18684. • 

,1;B684.- 19694. * 

i 9694.- 20704. 

C704.- 21714. 
tl7l4.- 22724. 

;Z2724.- 23735. 

23735.- 24745. 

24745.- 25755. 

25755.- 26765. 

26765.- 27775. 

27775.- 28785. ♦ 
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PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PEf 
DISTRICT MINIMUM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATIDN»i 4 
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RATIO OF MAXIMUM TO MINIMUM 4 
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WYOHING 

‘ROPERTY VALUATION PER PUPIL 
. DISTRICTS* 12 



SCHOOL YEAR 1968/69 



= PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT ION=$ll 58^' 
i PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION** 45A2 
1 PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I QN=i2777A 
1 TO MINIMUM... 6.1 TO I 



rs I SCHOOL DISTRICT 
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80 



30 40 5 0 60 , 70 80 

rALUATlON WITHIN 5.TH TO 95. TH PERCENTILES 

IM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-* 4542 . 

IM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATipN-619233 
IM TO MINI MUM.. ...... 70 1 

VALUATION WITHIN 10. TH TO 90. TH PERCENTILES 
IM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUATION-* 6109 
fM PER PUPIL ASSESSED VALUAT I0N-*17675 
IM TO MI NIMUH. ‘‘P 2.9 TO I 
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STATE OF WYOMING 

EVENUES OF SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTSf 1968-9 
REVENUES PER PUPIL 
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FEDERAL STATE 
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PROPERTY TAX 
RATE POTENTIAL 



LOCAL 

AMOUNT 

i 


PERCENT 


NECESSARY 
FOR LOCAL 
REVENUE 
IN MILLS 


YIELD AT 
10 HILL RATE 
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STATE OF WYOMING 



NUMBER OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS* 131 

TOTAL ENROLLMENT* 85425 

TOTAL EXPENOITURE*., 71.1 MILLION 

COST OF RAISING PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE IN THE 5TH TO 95TH 
PERCENTILES TO THE FOLLOWING LEVELS: 



PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. •• $1301 C 95TH PERCENTILE) 

NU^^BER OF PUPILS* 76663 

ADDITIONAL COST*........ $ 38.8 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $1146 C 90TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 72249 

ADDITIONAL COST*...... $ 27.1 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENOITURE*....$ 989 f BOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*.. 62154 

ADDITIONAL COST* .«..$ 16.1 MILLION 

I 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 063 ( TOTH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS* 53570 

ADDITIONAL COST* ...•....$ 8.5 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.... $ 772 ( 60TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*... 45576 

ADDITIONAL COST*... ....$ 4.0 MILLION 

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE*.. ..$ 706 ( 50TH PERCENTILE) 

NUMBER OF PUPILS*... 38392 

ADDITIONAL COST* $ 1.3 MILLION 
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